—— 


£1.50 No. 376 JUNE 2000 ISSN 1364-7105 


_ Insane asylum Britain 


THE LUNATICS 
TAKE OVER 


- Serious politics come to 


an end as Livingstone gang 
wins control of London 


See pages 2 & 6- 


Inmates take over the asylum 


A recurring theme in Spearhead in recent 
times has been that Britain, under the impress 
of political correctness, has come increasingly 
to resemble one vast insane asylum. Recently, 
by way of ‘News from the asylum’, we have 
started a new column which is intended 
monthly to illustrate the very barmiest devel- 
opments on the national scene. These some- 
times make us smile, but behind the humour 
there is the reality of the deadly gravity of our 
condition as a nation. 

This was never better illustrated than by the 

‘victory last month of Ken Livingstone in the 
contest for mayor of London. Though the 
media quite adequately highlighted Living- 
stone’s record as a loony leftie, the voters of 
the capital, by a fairly large margin, never- 
theless elected him. This seemed to underline 
the fact that politics in Britain have ceased any 
more to be a serious business and have just 
become another branch of the entertainment 
industry. By comparison with the depressing 
dullness and mediocrity of his main rivals, 


Nationalist comment 


Ken is a ‘colourful character’ with an unden- 
iable flair for self-publicisation. That counted 
for more than the question of how our capital 
city is going to be governed. 

It is also evident that Livingstone is a total 
cynic. The fact is written all over his face. 
Politics are one huge game to him. One has 
the feeling that he would quite gladly dress up 
in a fascist uniform and be pictured giving the 
raised-arm salute if he thought he could get 
away with it and achieve his political am- 
bitions by so doing; the sincerity of the act 
would be no different from his actual posture 
as a left-wing radical who champions the cause 
of queers and hob-nobs with the gangsters of 
the IRA. Livingstone goes about wearing a 
perpetual sneer, which betokens his contempt 
for the voting cattle whose support he seeks. 
The distressing fact is that there is some 
practical, if not moral, justification for this. A 
large portion of Britain’s voters today are pure 
wallies, who deserve to be regarded as Living- 
stone so obviously does regard them. This is 
particularly the case in urban jungles like 
London, from which the flight of so many of 
the more public-spirited and intelligent citizens 
has resulted in the prevalence of a huge 
‘underclass’ constituting the genetically least 
endowed among the population. Add to this 
the legacy of an educational system which 
wholly fails to develop what brains such 
people are born with, and you get the cocktail 
of moronic stupor which permits people like 
Livingstone to rise to the highest offices. 

Of course, beyond this there are many 
London voters who put their crosses against 
the name of Red Ken for much more shrewdly 
calculated reasons. The capital is a magnet and 
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breeding ground for all sorts of interest groups 
who have their own sectional agendas that are 
quite separate from any concern for the 
majority population. They calculated they 
could use Livingstone just as he calculated he 
could use them. The result is an unholy 
alliance of the degenerate and the subversive 
which bids to ride roughshod over the ordinary 
native cockneys and mould the metropolis in 
accordance with ever-crazier social theories 
and experiments. 

But of course this is what ‘democracy’ has 
come to. In a kind of way it has reached its 
ultimate fruition in the donning of the mayoral 
chain by this refugee from the Daily Tele- 
graph’s ‘Peter Simple’ column, who has 
shown that there are moments in history when 
reality actually can overtake satire. Had Arthur 
Grudge MP, Bishop Spaceley Trellis or 
grenade-draped Ken Slabb seized control of the 
‘Great Wen’, the result could hardly have been 
more absurd. 

Of course, Livingstone was victor in a low 
poll. A great many people who had the sense 
to see him for what he was stayed at home and 
switched to soaps or football matches. But that 
is hardly to their credit. ‘Democracy’ presupp- 
oses not only that voters have the wit to make 
a prudent choice but also that they are suffic- 
iently concerned to go out and register it at the 
polling booths. When neither condition pre- 
vails, we are in real, real trouble. 

Separate from the Livingstone victory but 
part of the very same syndrome was the news, 
published in the papers later in the month, that 
the Labour Government’s public approval 
ratings had risen by three per cent as a result 
of the arrival of the Blair baby. This, needless 
to say, is par for the course in such an atmos- 
phere of popular cretinism. 

There eventually will be a return to serious 
politics in Britain — there must be. Perhaps by 
a kind of paradox this demonstration of mass 
lunacy will assist that process by making a 
good many more people sit down and think 
hard about where we are going as a nation, 
reassessing their political attitudes and looking 
afresh at their responsibilities. That would be 
the silver lining behind the cloud of hypnotised 
idiocy that presently hangs over the British 
scene. Let us hope that the good results 
obtained by the British National Party around 
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the country are a symptom of this. 


Willie sniffs a vote-winner 


Tory leader William Hague’s frantic attempt 
to ingratiate himself with the increasingly 
angry ‘silent majority’ in Britain is proving too 
much even for some press commentators, who 
while generally accepting that this is what 
politicians do find Willie’s way of doing it so 
blatant as to be indecent. 

Andrew Rawnsley, a writer very much of 
the liberal-left, clearly thought so in his 
Observer column of the 7th May, just foll- 
owing the elections, when he wrote:- 
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“Recall the original William Hague, the one 
who took Ffion to drink coconut cocktails at 
the Notting Hill Carnival, who wanted an 
inclusive Tory Party which would stop 
ranting against foreigners and accept that the 
1960s happened. Carnival Hague appreciated 
that the way out of the laager for the Tories 
was to widen their appeal and reach towards 
the centre ground. Unfortunately for both 
him, and for the tone of politics, he failed to 
make any instant headway against a popular 
government. 

“Tory MPs grew restiess. He got panicky. In 
the search for yuick results to please his 
party, he has lurched rightwards until the last 
shred of tolerant skin has been shed. Out of 
it has stepped skinhead Hague, who rails 
against ‘the flood’ of asylum-seekers and says 
every Englishman has the right not just to 
regard his home as a castle, but to blast 
anyone coming over the battlements with a 
12-bore.”’ 


While we find ourselves about as far 
removed ideologically from the likes of Mr. 
Rawnsley as it is possible to be, we have to 
say that this passage hits things perfectly on 
the head. The Rawnsleys of this world, 
however, should not worry too much. As with 
those of Ken Livingstone, Hague’s political 
postures are all just an act — and not even a 
very good act at that. Willie’s Carnival capers 
did not go unnoticed, as Mr. Rawnsley 
reminds us. Recently he has had his skinhead 
togs on, as Rawnsley has also pointed out. 
Horses for courses, as they say. Willie was 
fighting an election. Now he is preparing for 


on the 


can expect more of the same, so watch out! 

Not the least comical side-effect of Willie’s 
skinhead act in the run-up to May 4th was 
Home Secretary Jack Straw’s outburst against 
him made a few days earlier, when he (Straw) 
claimed that Hague, in his postures over 
asylum-seekers was ‘‘pandering to the National 
Front.’’ This statement was given plenty of 
press and TV coverage following — in all 
cases by people who knew perfectly well that 
Straw was referring, not to the NF, but to the 
BNP — just as Straw did himself. The 
National Front was virtually invisible in the 
recent elections, if indeed it fought any seats at 
all. Everybody was well aware that Hague was 
trying to steal the clothes of the BNP, but both 
Straw and the media knew that to say this 
would have been to give the latter publicity 
which they were all most anxious to deny it. 
Therefore, a quite fictitious ‘threat’ from the 
National Front was invented as ‘code’ for the 
point that Straw wanted to get over regarding 
the Tory leader. Yes, Hague was ‘pandering’ 
to the BNP — in the sense that he hoped to 
pirate some votes from the latter, and almost 
certainly did so. But to acknowledge the full 
truth of this might have been ‘dangerous’ — a 
double-edged weapon in fact. Hence the 
twisting of the facts. The little games that 
politicians and journalists play! 


Authority abdicates 


Global capitalism has a lot to answer for, 
and there is nothing wrong with demon- 
strations against it. We would go on a few 


This picture sums up better than any we have seen the state of Britain in the year 
2000. A man urinates against a wall in Trafalgar Square in full view of several police 
officers in riot gear, but the officers just stand there like dummies letting him get 
away with it. No doubt, this was under instructions from their superiors, who in turn 
were under instructions from the Government. Order and public decency have simply 
collapsed in our country because authority, from the Government downwards, has 
suffered a collapse of will. 


month‘s news 


ourselves were they aimed at the appalling 
effects the system has had on the industrial 
strength and vigour of Britain and the live- 
lihoods of its workers. As it is, those who 
currently take part in demos in protest against 
global capitalism have in mind mainly what 
they see as its unkind consequences to the 
economies of the Third World, particularly in 
regard to the latter’s unpayable debts. 

Thousands of these dregs descended on 
London on the 1st May and simply went wild, 
smashing anything in sight, attacking passers- 
by who had the misfortune to look ‘bourgeois’ 
and desecrating public monuments, including 
the Cenotaph and the Churchill statue. 

And what did the police do? Almost 
nothing. Despite the fact that they had ample 
manpower (there were 9,000 reserves standing 
by who were never even used), they simply 
pussyfooted as the mob went on the rampage. 
The officer in charge, Deputy Assistant Com- 
missioner Mike Todd, was quite pathetic. 
‘‘We didn’t want to be accused,”’ he said, ‘‘of 
inflaming the situation.’’ This, of course, was 
exactly what the mobsters had bargained for. 
The result? Knowing that they’d be treated 
with kid gloves, they did virtually as they 
pleased. That is ‘‘inflaming the situation’’ in 
any honest man’s language. 

Just when are our rulers going to understand 
that softly-softly tactics employed in the face of 
anarchy and terror is like blood to sharks? 


No argument for GM foods 


It is noticeable that in the debate over genet- 
ically modified foods the politically correct 
tend usually to be lined up in favour and the 
politically incorrect usually, though not 
always, to be in opposition. 

But one particular piece of inanity that has 
come out of the debate recently deserves 
comment. Minette Marrin (not usually a 
leftie), writing in the Daily Telegraph on May 
19th, maintained that GM foods were essential 
if we were to be able to ‘‘feed the world.’’ In 
the same vein, Phillip Oppenheim in the 
Sunday Times of May 14th said: ‘‘You can’t 
feed the world on Duchy Originals.”’ 

But just who has decreed that it is our 
responsibility to ‘‘feed the world’’? The 
decisions we have to make on such matters 
here in Britain concern our duty to ensure the 
best possible dietary nourishment for our own 


people. 


The flag: ours or theirs? 


According to press reports last month, Peter 
Mandelson has hit a stumbling block in his 
negotiations towards a Northern Ireland 
settlement: the Irish Republican Government in 
Dublin cannot be persuaded to agree to the use 
of the Union Flag and other British symbols in 
the province. 

Since when has it been their bloody 
business? 
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What the 
hell are 
our troops 
doing in 
Sierra 


A Para on checkpoint duty near Freetown. 
These crack troops are far too valuable to 


waste on missions where no vital British 
interest is involved. Where they are really 
4 needed right now is in ‘Zimbabwe’ (for- 


merly Rhodesia). 


Britain’s armed forces are trimmed down to the bone. With constant cheeseparing ‘econ- 
omies’ by a government that is anti-military by instinct and refuses to fight for British interests, 
our forces are short of men, of weapons, of ammunition, of maintenance and of training. 

Yet in this perilous situation the Government deems it appropriate to send British troops to 
— of all places — Sierra Leone! And it now looks as if they’re going to be kept there! 

As long as it was necessary to evacuate British nationals from the danger zones in the civil 
war in that country, there was some point in their presence there. But it’s now long past the 
time for their withdrawal. So why are they staying? 

This question is particularly urgent at a time when there is another part of the world where 
our forces are badly needed. In ‘Zimbabwe’ (formerly Rhodesia) white farmers are having their 
property raided and occupied and are becoming the victims of savage beatings, murder and 
rape. And these criminal acts have the blessing of the boss of the country, Robert Mugabe! 

There are nearly 80,000 white people in Rhodesia, most of whom are of British descent and 
many of whom were born in Britain. Yet the Blair Government does not seem disposed to lift a 
finger to defend them. 

Britain should pull her service personnel out of Sierra Leone — and former Yugoslavia — and 
everywhere else where neither British people nor British interests are threatened — and we 
should dispatch them forthwith to ‘Zimbabwe’ to sort out Mugabe and rescue our own people 
from the horrors he’s inflicting on them! 
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Brooding on the case of David Irving, I 
found myself admiring (it is not yet illegal, 
I think, to say this) his prodigious self-con- 
fidence and his heroic folly. He must have 
known perfectly well from the outset that he 
could not win his case against such odds. It 
would have been to defy one of the most 
powerful of contemporary taboos. 

However villainous Irving may be, his 
villainy is not the issue here. The issue is 
the right of historians to examine and inter- 
pret all those innumerable events that have 
come to be known collectively as ‘the Holo- 
caust’ as freely as they would examine and 
interpret any other historical events; that is, 
the right of historians, including Irving, to 
carry out historical research and publish the 
results, without being tied to a foregone 
conclusion. 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (21.4.00) 


When I heard there was going to be a 
‘Reclaim-the-Streets’ demo in London, I 
was tempted to go along. About time too, I 
thought... 

Let’s reclaim the streets from phoney 
asylum-seekers, the aggressive beggars, the 
squeegee merchants, the able-bodied young 
men sitting in shop doorways with ‘Home- 
less and hungry’ scribbled on a cardboard 
notice. 

Let’s reclaim the streets from scabby 
punks with dogs on a piece of string, from 
gangs of pickpockets and muggers, from 
women with bad teeth in headscarves 
flogging lucky heather. 

Let’s reclaim the streets from the graffiti 
artists, from grown men with pony-tails on 
rollerblades, from litter louts. 

Let’s reclaim the streets from deranged, 
sexually frustrated cyclists in lycra shorts 
who think they can ride wherever the like 
the hell they like as fast as they like. 

Let’s reclaim the streets from gormless 
youths in back-to-front baseball caps who 
cruise the streets in crappy old Astras and 
Escorts blasting out hip-hop from amplifiers 
more powerful than their engines. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (5.5.00) 


Of course, Hague’s war plan may be 
bunker politics. The need to motivate his 
heartland to turn out and win just enough 
seats at next year’s expected general elect- 
ion so as to pre-empt a challenge from 
Michael Portillo or Ann Widdicombe... 

I am not sure that either of these views is 
in line with Hague’s own instincts. He 
began, let’s not forget, by pledging to turn 
the Tories into double-strength New 
Labour, playing Blair’s game of plagiar- 
ising his opponent’s script... 


What we have here, with issues such as 
burglars and asylum-seekers, is less a lurch 
to the right than the standard-issue, foot- 
stamping opposition opportunism which we 
know, love — and remember well from the 
present prime minister in former times. 

PHILLIP OPPENHEIM 
Sunday Times (7.5.00) 


The triumph of Tony Blair and New 
Labour in 1997, however, marked the app- 
earance, in disguise, of anti-politics on the 
British scene. The political negativity of the 
campaign was surpassed only by its ideo- 
logical vacuity. A political culture based on 
parliamentary debate and statesmanship, on 
politicians offering stark choices and strong 
convictions, who could be abruptly evicted 
from power, was systematically under- 
mined. Elected ministers were mere front- 
men, behind whom a new kind of anti-polit- 
ician, the spin doctor, had taken over. 

DANIEL JOHNSON 
Daily Telegraph (6.5.00) 


The race card! Desperate to disclaim it, 
frantically accusing each other of playing it 
or intending to play it, politicians of the 
Conservative, Labour and Liberal Democrat 
parties are scurrying to and fro in panic, 
wondering how to cope with the growing 
public anger about ‘asylum-seekers’ in Kent 
and elsewhere. 

What are they so frightened of? Are they 
frightened that the scare about foreign ‘asy- 
lum-seekers’, whether genuine or bogus, 
may get people thinking of the strange 
transformation that has come over England 
since that remote time, 50 years ago, when 
there was no race card to play because 
almost everybody belonged to the same 
race? 

Are they frightened that this dreaded card 
may even yet jump out of the pack they 
have so carefully shuffled, and, without 
anyone trying to play it, may play itself? 

And what on earth would happen then? 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (14.4.00) 


Flushed with the euphoria of victory, Ken 
Livingstone triumphantly takes charge of 
our capital city. The Prime Minister, mean- 
while, is at pains to absent himself in 
Ulster, far away from the ignominy of New 
Labour’s worst-ever drubbing... Thursday’s 
elections offer a thoroughly depressing 
insight into the state of our democracy 
today. 

The one message which emerges with 
stark clarity is that the voters are sick of 
mainstream parties. The overwhelming 
majority chose to stay at home rather than 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


lend their support to parties which have so 
often and so badly let them down. 

LEADER ARTICLE 

Daily Mail (6.5.00) 


We are becoming a nation of barbers and 
computer software engineers, with the hair- 
dryers and computers made elsewhere in the 
industrialised world. There is nothing inev- 
itable about this. It is an act of choice, in 
which one vested interest — the City’s 
financial markets — dictates policy for the 
rest of the economy. So it has been. So it 
is. But that doesn’t mean that British manu- 
facturing is dead. Rather, it has been 
murdered. 

WILL HUTTON 
The Observer (7.5.00) 


In the United States, 
Chevvys, Fords and Buicks. 
In Germany, they drive Opels, Volks- 
wagens and Mercedes. 
In France, it’s Citroens and Peugeots. 
They wouldn’t be seen dead in foreign 
Cars. 
So why are increasing numbers of British 
police forces buying BMWs and Volvos? 
RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (23.5.00) 


Having spent 30 years living in Africa, I 
believe the continent should be left to its own 
devices — even if it means starvation for most 
and fat bank accounts for the rest. We will 
never change the way these people are. 

African people live for the day, farming 
on a subsistence basis. Because of their 
inability to understand farming techniques, 
crops fail year afater year. 

Zimbabwe is an appalling example of 
what can happen. When the dust settles and 
the country is in ruins, do-gooders here will 
show us TV pictures of poor starving 
Africans. But will they show pictures of the 
ruling wealthy and their properties scattered 
across Europe? 


police drive 


S.B. BALLANTINE 
Letter to Daily Mail (18.5.00) 


Freedom of speech and thought are in 
danger, here in Britain... The threat is more 
insidious because it take a gentle form — no 
police fists thundering on doors in the silent 
hours of the night, nor treason trials or 
censors’ scalpels slicing forbidden thoughts out 
of the newspapers. The menace comes from 
well-meaning people and is often clothed in the 
name of good manners and personal kindness. 
Yet when challenged, the new orthodoxy is 
capable of ruthlessness and abuse. 

PETER HITCHENS 
Daily Express (12.5.00) 
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MAY 2000 AND AFTER 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY results in 
the local government elections held on the 
4th May were enormously encouraging. A 
quotation from a spokesman of the Jewish 
Community Service Trust printed in the 
Jewish Chronicle on the following Friday 
said it all:- 


“It is worrying that in London there are 
nearly 80,000 people who would be 
willing to see a far-right candidate as the 
capital’s first mayor.”’ 


The spokesman was referring to the fact 
that in the London mayoral election contest 
the BNP candidate Michael Newland ob- 
tained 33,569 first-preference votes and 
45,337 second-preference ones. The BNP’s 
party list vote averaged 7.1 per cent over 
the whole of Tower Hamlets, Newham, 
Barking and Dagenham — a huge area in 
population terms. Elsewhere in the country 
some very impressive results were achieved 
in some areas, while in no area were they 
bad. Two candidates topped 20 per cent of 
the poll while another obtained 16 per cent. 
All in all, votes averaged over 10 per cent. 

The same CST spokesman said that the 
‘“‘extremist constituency’’ had _ benefited 
from the refugee issue and anti-European 
sentiment. While I have some doubts as to 
whether the latter factor greatly influenced 
the voting, the former most certainly did. It 
is noteworthy that in last month’s local gov- 
ernment elections the BNP completely 
reversed the outcome of last year’s elections 
to the European Parliament. In the Euro 
elections the United Kingdom Independence 
Party (UKIP) obtained easily the superior 
results, getting three MEPs elected. Then 
asylum-seeker and race issues were not 
prominent and UKIP, specialising as it does 
on the Euro issue, had the advantage. This 
time the BNP decisively outperformed 
UKIP, exceeding the latter’s vote in every 
constituency in the London mayoral election 
and in all but two of the 14 constituencies in 
the party list contest for the Greater London 
Authority. 


Prediction fulfilled 


UKIP’s fall from its high point in last 
year’s Euro elections was predictable and 
was indeed predicted. Last July, immed- 
iately following those elections, I wrote in 
Spearhead that UKIP had ‘<a strictly cir- 
cumscribed future — unless it plucks up the 
courage to address other issues, not only 
which generate public concern but also 
place clear water between the party itself 
and those of the mainstream.’’ This, of 
course, UKIP would not and did not do. In 
the election address of the party’s London 
mayoral candidate Damian Hockney there 
was not a single word of reference to the 
asylum-seeker crisis, or indeed to any issues 
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JOHN TYNDALL 
examines the prospects 
and tasks facing the BNP 


in the wake of last 
month’s elections 


connected with race or immigration. This 
was not only a cowardly cop-out, it was not 
even politically sensible. The one avenue 
whereby a minority party, lacking the cam- 
paign resources and big media backing of 
the leading parties, could make an impact 
on Londoners was to face the race and 
immigration issues — particularly in respect 
of the asylum-seeker emergency — boldly 
and squarely. This the BNP did, while 
UKIP did not. The former’s superior results 
were just reward. 

Eric Milton, writing in Spearhead only 
last month, understood the requirement, 
saying that... 


ese 


.. in the long run, no powerful mobil- 
isation of the British people against the 
parties of globalism will be possible except 
through harnessing the massive discontent 
existing among the urban lower middle 
and working classes against immigration 
and multi-racialism, now reaching new 
levels of intensity over the issue of the 
asylum-seekers — an issue which UKIP, 
with its terror of being labelled ‘racist’, is 
in no way equipped to exploit.”’ 


The BNP might indeed have been even 
more successful had not Tory leader 
William Hague, no doubt at the bidding of 
his party’s ‘focus groups’, made a last- 
minute jump onto the bandwaggon of 
popular discontent over the asylum issue. 
Hague’s blatant opportunism was pinpointed 
in our ‘What We Think’ column last month. 
It succeeded to some extent but it was far 
from succeeding completely, as BNP results 
indicate. 


The future 


As far as the BNP is concerned, recent 
votes give grounds for great satisfaction. 
Politics are very often a question of patience 
in the face of frustration. There are times 
when parties simply have to stick to their 
guns, continuing to proclaim the beliefs they 
know to be right, while waiting for events 
to vindicate them. The BNP was saying 
much the same things in this May’s local 
government elections that it was saying in 
last year’s. The big difference was that 


times had moved on: the Blair Government 
had — as was inevitable — undergone con- 
siderable loss of popularity, while public 
anger over asylum-seekers had intensified a 
great deal. This, plus energetic work on the 
part of BNP activists, reaped the dividends 
the party had been waiting for. 

But pleasure over these very welcome 
results should be tempered by caution. It is 
easy to jump to the conclusion that such 
gains are the prelude to a really big ‘take- 
off’. Some nationalists thought this when 
the BNP got a councillor elected in East 
London’s Millwall in 1993 — only for dis- 
illusionment to set in when this result was 
reversed some months later. We should be 
pleased at the results of May 4th but we 
should at the same time keep our feet on the 
ground. There are still vast mountains to 
climb and we are still a very small party, 
with tiny resources by comparison with 
those of the mainstream. Above all, what 
we should keep our minds on is the fact that 
we are still very much in the stage of 
recruiting and organisation-building, and 
that these remain for a long time our 
principal goals. Favourable election results 
are very welcome when we achieve them 
but they should not be seen as ends in 
themselves; where at the moment they serve 
the most useful purpose is in giving an 
added boost to our recruitment prospects 
and enhancing our credibility among the 
increasingly disenchanted British public. 

There are two essential ingredients of 
growth for a party like the BNP. The first 
and most obvious one is that we should be 
identified with issues and campaigns which 
strike a real chord with the British public, 
that we should offer policies which many 
want to see carried out but the other parties 
will not adopt. The other is that we should 
carry with us the hallmark of growth and 
progress, that we should not be identified as’ 
‘losers’ — a turn-off for a great many 
people who, ordinarily, would support us 
and join us on the basis of commonality of 
beliefs. 

Nationalist organisations have come and 
gone in Britain over the years which perpet- 


ually had the label of ‘loser’ stamped upon 
them, and the result has been that, despite 
the theoretical soundness of their ideas, they 
failed to attract anything more than a ‘loser’ 
following — people of the type lacking in 
any serious political commitment but just 
looking for a hobby to pursue. In a different 
category have been the National Front of 
the 1970s and the BNP in the 1990s, but 
even these parties were sometimes con- 
demned, through no fault of their own but 
only through the circumstance of dwelling 
in an unfavourable political climate, to bear 
the ‘loser’ label at particular times. 

Better times — when the aura of success 
surrounds a party — can result in a superior 
type of recruit being attracted. Even here, 
however, caution should be exercised. After 
Millwall, for several months the rate of 
recruitment of new members was extremely 
high. After the loss of the party’s council 
seat in May 1994, it tailed off considerably. 
We had, in effect, created our own band- 
waggon; when the bandwaggon appeared to 
have come to a halt, or at least slowed 
down, people who wanted only to be on a 
winning roll rather lost interest in us, while 
many of those who had joined for this 
reason let their membership lapse the 
following year. 


Likely scenario 

What change in the political temperature 
is likely to follow this year’s elections? One 
of which we can be virtually certain is that 
the Tories are going to undergo at least the 
appearance of a shift to the right. In that 
respect they will simply be following the 
example of what happened under Margaret 
Thatcher in the run-up to the general 
election of 1979 and its aftermath. Then, 
noisy though shallow postures over Europe, 
law and order and — particularly — immig- 
ration seriously stole the ground from under 
the feet of the National Front, which in the 
preceding years had been making spectac- 
ular progress. Hopes of election success 
which in the case of many members had 
been unrealistically high were shattered; 
demoralisation set in; quarrelling post- 
mortems broke out, followed by a series of 
disastrous splits from which the party never 
recovered. It took a further decade for the 
pretence of the Tories’ ‘right-wing’ and 
‘nationalist’ stance to be exposed for what it 
was, and that decade proved to be a lean 
one for genuine nationalists. 

Opinions are divided as to whether May 
4th constituted a day of success for the 
Tories or not. They made huge gains in the 
local government elections but did badly in 
the parliamentary by-election in Romsey. 
Whatever the verdict in this respect, 
however, there can be little doubt that 
Hague’s last-minute postures as a ‘right- 
wing hardliner’ earned him many brownie 
points and considerably raised his party’s 
fortunes. A statement advocating asylum- 
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- REASON 
TO 
SMILE? 
Willie is 
hopeful 
that he’s 
conned 
the voters 
just like 
Mrs. 
Thatcher 
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seekers being confined to army barracks, 
while totally empty in substance, came aross 
to many voters as ‘tough’ — precisely its 
intention. At about the same time Hague 
came out as a champion of popular anger 
over the life sentence given to Norfolk 
farmer Tony Martin for shooting dead a 
burglar on his property. Willie then made a 
claim that if by these declarations he was 
upsetting the ‘liberal establishment’ he 
would be very pleased — just what a lot of 
voters wanted to hear! A number of press 
commentators, including some Tory ones, 
admitted this to be pure opportunism but 
went on to say: ‘“‘So what?’’ If the 
Conservative leader was responding to 
public alarm on certain high-profile issues, 
that was only what politicians are elected to 
do. Opportunism, in other words, is quite 
OK. Actually putting into practice the things 
one speaks in favour of — that’s entirely 
different, of course! 


Fooling the people 

US President Lincoln once famously said 
that one cannot fool all the people all of the 
time, but he did so in reference what was 
probably a more intelligent and politically 
informed electorate than that of Britain in 
the year 2000. The extent to which today’s 
British public will be fooled by Hague’s 
cheap postures as an opponent of the liberal 
establishment — after the evidence of Mrs. 
Thatcher’s similar deception two decades 
earlier — is as yet unknown. Many will 
perhaps recall Master William’s quite 
puerile attempt to ingratiate himself with 
that very same establishment immediately 
on becoming Tory leader in 1997. There 
was the ostentatious visit with Ffion to the 
Notting Hill carnival and the photo-calls 
with the two cosying up to the local ethnics. 
In addition, there was his declared support 
for ‘gay’ marriages and the lowering of the 
homosexual age of consent to 16. He also 
proclaimed in a magazine article that ‘‘The 
Conservative Party needs a new vision of 
our nation in the new global society,’’ and 
that ‘‘we must not allow ourselves to be 
caricatured as a narrow, nationalistic party 
that is somehow hostile to foreigners.”’ 


Nevertheless, voters’ memories tend to be 
short, and in today’s political culture a 
spectacular turn-around in a _ politician’s 
public stance, instead of demonstrating a 
lack of character and core beliefs, is 


deemed to be ‘smart’? — as long as it 
achieves the intended effect of greater 
popularity. 


We must not forget the words of Frank 
Johnson in The Spectator of the 26th 
February, quoted before in these pages: 
“‘The Conservative Party is the best pro- 
tection against a _ British Haider. It 
embraces, and therefore tames, the radical 
right.’’ If, as they could well do, the 
powers that be begin to anticipate, in the 
wake of May 4th’s election results, that 
there is again a threat on the ‘radical right’, 
we can expect to see yet more Tory pos- 
turing on Europe, on law and order and on 
immigration issues calculated to win the 
straying voters back into the fold. And we 
can also expect both the Tory and left-wing 
press to do their part in the maintenance of 
this pretence, the former by approving it 
enthusiastically and the latter by attacking it 


vehemently — all to the same intended 
effect. 
What can be done? 


What then can the BNP do to counter this 
deception? In terms of influencing millions 
of voters, there is a strict limit to what it 
can do with the resources at its disposal. It 
will have — as the National Front in the 
late ’seventies and ’eighties did not have — 
the facility of the Internet, but fast though 
this new medium is growing we have to 
recognise that the majority of the people we 
most need to reach at electoral level are not 
yet tuned into it. 

But this should be no cause for despond- 
ency as long as we do not lose sight of the 
larger picture of the battlefield on which we 
are currently fighting. In that picture, elec- 
tion results are never more than ephemeral. 
They will be up and down in accordance 
with rapidly changing, and often quite 
unpredictable, movements of the political 
wind. We must also understand that they 
correspond to no genuine logic. The recent 
mayoral contest in London provides a 
perfect example of this. 

The election of a clown and freak like 
Ken Livingstone to be supremo of the 
nation’s capital city simply demonstrates 
that serious politics in Britain have come, if: 
not to an end, at least to a state of indefinite 
suspension. The farce of the whole business 
was further demonstrated by the fact that 
many people who gave their first-choice 
votes to Livingstone cast their second-choice 
crosses against the name of Michael 
Newland of the BNP! Thus was democ- 
racy’s essential principle — that the will of 
the people prevails by their making an 
informed selection of candidates in accord- 
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ance with the latter’s stance on the issues of 
the day — reduced to final mockery and 
ridicule. 

In such a state of funfair politics, little 
account can be taken of the fact that voters 
will support one party one moment, an 
entirely different party the next moment, 
and then a serious radical-right candidate 
simultaneously to a far-left nutter. Such 
mercurial swings, and such fantasyland 
logic, can only at the moment be influenced 
by public media that are vehicles more of 
entertainment than information. And this is 
a world in which the BNP at the present 
time simply cannot compete. 


Our public 

So to remind ourselves of where we 
currently stand we need to take stock of that 
section of the public at ‘which we are 
currently aiming. It is useful at this point to 
look at the various categories into which the 
public can be placed in political terms. For 
the purpose of simplicity, and with resort to 
a certain amount of generalisation, I will 
describe them as: (1) the couch potatoes; (2) 
the élitists; and (3) the altruists. 

In the first category there is the broad 
mass of voters (and often non-voters) in 
their many millions. They are the people 
who see no inconsistency in voting both for 
the BNP and Ken Livingstone, who mostly 
abhor the things Red Ken stands for polit- 
ically but still choose him because he is ‘‘a 
bit of a character,’’ because they don’t like 
the way the Labour hierarchy selected 
Frank Dobson — and quite likely because 
they haven’t the faintest idea of Ken’s real 
political intentions anyway. They are people 
who quite obviously have not given five 
minutes’ serious thought to what is going to 
happen to London with Livingstone and his 
toytown revolutionaries in charge. They are 
the couch potatoes who think the outcome 
of the next instalment of Coronation Street 
far more important than who runs our 
capital city and how. They are the legions 
of weak and apathetic idiots who constitute 
democracy’s voting fodder. We should no 
more be down in the dumps when they do 
not support us than we should be over the 
moon when they do. 

At the very gpposite end of the spectrum 
are those we are accustomed to calling the 
‘éjite’ — a term referring not to their innate 
quality and value as people but solely to the 
power and influence they hold. In healthy 
societies the two go together to a large 
extent of course, but that is not the kind of 
society we presently inhabit in Britain. 

We might account among the ‘élite’ not 
only those who presently belong to it but 
also those who aspire to do so, for they are 
of similar type. They are people either 
utterly lacking in any real convictions or 
who, if they have such things, will always 


Page 8 


subordinate them to their own ego and 
ambition. They are people who are inter- 
ested in power and position for their own 
sakes, not as vehicles to get something 
worthwhile done for their country and 
people. They are determined to be at the top 
of the pile — whatever a dungheap it might 
be. They will say anything and do anything 
to acquire and hold on to the jobs they seek. 
In the context of politics, their interest is in 
acquiring as much power and as high rank 
as possible, quite regardless of the purposes 
to which such things are used. 

When they make public proclamations 
about matters of national concern, those 
proclamations reflect little or no genuine 
personal conviction; they are calculated 
carefully to caress the backsides of whatever 
group, lobby, faction or interest they 
currently reckon will best further their 
careers. 

This ‘élite’ comprises the few tens of 
thousands among the population who hold 
national and local political power, but it 
also includes those at the top of the key 
professions of journalism and broadcasting, 
the armed forces and police, the law, 
teaching, the civil service and the world of 
art and entertainment. 

And this élite is a section of the popu- 
lation which we do not have the faintest 
chance of recruiting at the present time of 
our status as a minority political movement. 
Even where its members may harbour some 
private sympathies towards us, their careers 
come first. They have too much to lose. 
They may be considered as a possible 
source of converts only at such time as we 
are seen to be on the threshold of political 
victory and likely to offer them positions 
and jobs. For the moment, we can write 
them off. 


The people we seek 


Between these two poles of the spectrum 
is the third group. It might be numbered at 
the moment in a few hundreds of thousands, 
possibly half a million, but these are very 
arbitrary figures. All we know is that such 
people are much more numerous than the 
‘élite’ and much less so than the couch- 
potato voting fodder who decide the out- 
come of elections. 

These people are found in all social 
classes, from all educational backgrounds 
and in most kinds of occupations. They 
constitute a wide variety of age groups and 
both sexes (although between the latter 
males will usually be larger in number). 
They have one thing alone in common: they 
think and care seriously about political 
issues, about issues that affect their society 
and their country, and they want to do 
something — though many of them do not 
yet know quite what — to change things for 
the better. 

These people do not necessarily have 
nationalist views at this particular time, but 


they are open to persuasion along those 
lines. If their views are at the moment 
different from ours, they are nonetheless 
sincerely held; they do not hold them and 
proclaim them merely for personal advan- 
tage. They are all people who feel affected 
by national and social developments, even if 
those developments do not have any bearing 
on their own personal welfare. They are 
society’s altruists. 

It is this element in the population that 
the BNP must target. It is the only one that 
is worth targeting. Not least, it is the only 
one that at the moment we have the slightest 
hope of winning over in any lasting way. 

The ‘élite’ will not touch us. The couch 
potatoes may vote for us in one election and 
then vote against us in the next. Of course 
their votes are important, but there are 
times when there is really very little we can 
do to determine the way they’ll vote. ; 

By far the best way to ensure that we 
exploit the voting power of the couch 
potatoes to the very maximum is to have 
very large numbers of people belonging to 
the middle category — the altruists — in 
close contact with them, calling on their 
doorsteps, talking to them constantly, 
getting them to the polling stations and 
persuading them that supporting the BNP is 
the best way to protect their own entirely 
selfish and short-term interests — in other 
words, what all the other parties do! 

But we must do it much more thoroughly 
because we do not have TV and the press to 
back us up. 


Profit from elections 


All this brings us back to what we must 
regard as the most important gain from the 
recent London mayoral and other local gov- 
ernment elections — and from last year’s 
Euro election — and from the 1997 general 
election before that. All these occasions 
provided us with the facilities and oppor- 
tunity to win the interest of the altruist 
section of the population and to recruit from 
it — thus building up our organisation, our 
active cadres and our pool of future national 
and local leadership. 

In this respect, the votes that we have 
won from the ordinary mass of people, very 
welcome though they are, are of less impor- 
tance than the prospective new members 
and activists who will be recruited by our 
campaign literature. For these will deter- 
mine our vote-winning potential in the 
future. 

I have examined the BNP candidate’s 
election address in the booklet of election 
addresses sent out on behalf of all London 
mayoral election contenders. Not only in 
content but in presentation, it is one of the 
best. Ken Livingstone’s, incidentally, was 
one of the worst but he had other forces 
working for him which more than made up 
for it. 

Let’s hope that this and other literature 
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Zimbabwe: 
the legacy of 


mad 


The following is a transcript, slightly 
abridged, from a radio broadcast made on 
the 15th April this year by Dr. William L. 
Pierce on his programme American Diss- 
ident Voices. Dr. Pierce’s talk should be 
of particular interest to British readers in 
view of this country’s historical links with 
former Rhodesia and the fact that many 
British nationals there are seriously aff- 
ected by the events he describes. 

Those interested in obtaining transcripts 
of other talks on the ADV programme 
should apply to PO Box 90, Hillsboro, 
West Virginia 24946, U.S.A. 


Today, let’s talk about liberalism. Let’s 
look at what this disease of the soul is 
doing to one group of people. Let’s look 
at the consequences of liberalism in a 
country in the south eastern part of the 
continent of Africa, a country which until 
20 years ago was known as Rhodesia and 
today is called Zimbabwe. 

The reason Rhodesia is called Zim- 
babwe today is that in 1979 the Rhodes- 
ians, under intense diplomatic and 
economic pressure brought to bear against 
them by liberals in America and Europe 
— and, to be completely honest about it, 
showing some symptoms of the disease 
themselves — decided to let Blacks vote 
for the next government of Rhodesia. 
Since there were at that time six million 
Blacks living in Rhodesia and only 
275,000 White Rhodesians, this was in 
effect a decision by the Rhodesians to 
commit collective suicide. Some of them 
realised that fact at the time, but most 
didn’t because, as I just mentioned, they 
were showing some early symptoms of 
liberalism. Today most of the few Rhod- 
esians who are left realise they made a 
fatal mistake 21 years ago. But before 


we get to the Rhodesian situation today 
let’s just remember a little history. 

Early in the 19th century people from 
the British Isles first began farming and 
mining operations in the part of Africa 
north of the Limpopo River and south of 
the Zambezi River: an area which later 
became Rhodesia. Murderous forays by 
Blacks were a problem during the 19th 
century, even though they more often 
were intent on murdering and eating each 
other than on killing the white settlers. But 
eventually the Whites taught the Blacks to 
behave themselves. By the beginning of 
the 20th century the Rhodesian highlands 
were being farmed on a significant scale 
by white settlers. 

The Rhodesian highlands, with their 
almost European climate and fertile soil, 
weren’t of much interest to the jungle- 
acclimated Blacks, but the Whites found 
the area ideal, and in the period between 
the two world wars they built a thriving 
country, not only with farming and mining 
but also with gleaming cities and a number 
of industries. After the Second World 
War, many veterans from Britain migrated 
to Rhodesia. The Rhodesian population 
was certainly a cut above that in Europe: 
taller, fairer, leaner, more enterprising 
and energetic on the average. Look at 
photographs taken in Salisbury or on 
Rhodesian farms. The Rhodesian women 
especially were tall and blond and beau- 
tiful. Rhodesia was a good place to live, a 
good place to raise white children. 


LIBERAL WAVE 


But of course there was a worm in the 
apple. A wave of liberalism was sweeping 
over Europe after the war. Liberalism had 
defeated fascism. The corpses of millions 


Harare, April 2000: This man was picked 
‘on and beaten up during an anti-Mugabe 
‘demonstration solely because he was 
white. He wasn’t even one of the dem- 


onstrators! This kind of thing is 
commonplace in modern ‘Zimbabwe’. 


of liberalism’s opponents were rotting in 
mass graves all over Europe. Other 
millions of the opponents of liberalism 
were being worked to death in slave- 
labour camps behind the Iron Curtain. 
Liberalism was triumphant. And even in 
happy, sunny Rhodesia the malignant 
influence of liberalism made itself felt. 
The liberals in Europe were screaming 
about the evils of white colonialism and 
white imperialism. The White Man was 
oppressing and exploiting the Brown Man 
in India and the Black Man in Africa, and 
it had to be stopped. After all, we were all 
equal! Race was an inconsequential detail, 
only a matter of skin colour and nothing 
else. To think otherwise was to be a 
‘fascist’, a ‘racist’. We had won a horribly 
bloody war in order to exterminate the 
‘fascists’ and the ‘racists’. It was intol- 
erable that we should permit ‘racist’ 
policies to govern our colonies in Africa. 
The Blacks must be given the vote. We 
must step down and hand everything over 
to our black equals. 

This insanity even had its proponents in 
Rhodesia, especially in the Christian 
churches there. Most Rhodesians at that 
time were in no mood for giving their 
country away, despite all the liberal 
propaganda. After all, it was their 
country. They and their ancestors had 
built it. Despite the influx of immigrants 
still arriving from Britain, most 
Rhodesians had been born in Rhodesia and 
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had lived there all their lives. They knew 
that the differences between Whites and 
Blacks involved infinitely more than skin 
colour. Furthermore, they knew that they 
were not oppressing the Blacks, who 
actually were much better off since the 
arrival of Whites. The Blacks greatly 
preferred an occasional lashing by a white 
farmer when they didn’t work hard 
enough to being eaten by their fellow 
Blacks when they lost a tribal war. 

At least, that was the case with most of 
the Blacks in Rhodesia, where they 
worked primarily as farm labourers. But 
there was some resentment, some envy of 


the White Man. And there were Whites, 
infected by the disease of liberalism, who 
were eager to fuel that resentment and 
turn that envy into active hatred. Some of 
these infected Whites were in the media. 
Even more of them were in the Christian 
churches. One of the principal activities of 
the Christian churches in Rhodesia was 
educating Blacks. They set up mission 
schools throughout the country, where 
they not only provided free medical care 
for the Blacks and taught them how to 
read and write, but also pumped into them 
the propaganda of ‘equality’ and of hatred 
for their white employers. They preached 
a theology of revolution. Every single 
black terrorist who later emerged when 
warfare between Blacks and Whites broke 
out in Rhodesia — every one — was 
trained in a Christian mission school. That 
includes the current black dictator of 
Rhodesia — excuse me, Zimbabwe — 
former terrorist leader, now President, 
Robert Gabriel Mugabe. It also includes 
the Reverend Ndabaningi Sithole, who in 
1979 was the head of the Zimbabwe 
African National Union (ZANU), one of 
the principal terrorist groups. And it 
includes Bishop Abel Muzorewa, the first 
Black to be maximum leader of Rhodesia 
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after the Whites abdicated. 

When black terrorists became active on 
a significant scale during the 1960s, the 
Rhodesians fought back hard. While other 
European colonies in Africa were 
abandoned, the Rhodesians, along with the 
South Africans, were determined to defend 
their land and their homes. And of course, 
the liberals in Europe and in America 
were solidly on the side of the black 
terrorists. The liberals cheered whenever 
the Blacks murdered a white farm family 
or set off a terrorist bomb in Salisbury. 
And when the terrorists murdered or 
mutilated the black workers of a white 
farmer, the liberals were silent. They 
hadn’t really wanted that, but, after all, 
you can’t make an omelette without 
breaking a few eggs! 


MUGABE 
Years ago, 
Whites were 
deluded into 
thinking life 
wouldn’t be 
too bad under 


him. Now he’s 
turned into a 
bloodthirsty 
tyrant who 
has opponents 
beaten up 
and even 
murdered. 


An ironic point is that Rhodesia’s 
Christian missions also were frequent 
targets. The white farmers learned quickly 
how to deal with terrorists. Their farms 
were heavily armed, and they set up a 
very effective mutual defence and alarm 
network. When they caught a live terror- 
ist, they hanged him. The Rhodesian 
Army had the best anti-terrorist fighters in 
the world. 


GANG RAPE AND MURDER 


In their frustration, the Blacks turned on 
the Christian missions which had trained 
them. The missions were unarmed and 
often were in remote areas and so were 
easy targets. The Blacks would gang-rape 
the white nuns and nurses and then cut 
their throats. They would slit open the 
bellies of the white children and pull out 
their entrails. They would impale the 
priests on stakes and gouge out their eyes. 
The liberals back in America would 
smirk. They would much rather it had 
been a white farm family than the white 
staff of a Christian mission station, but at 
least the victims were white. 

The Rhodesians as a whole were coping 
pretty well with black terrorism, so the 


liberals began applying economic terror- 
ism. Rhodesia was placed under embargo 
by the United Nations. The intention was 
to starve the Rhodesian ‘racists’ into 
submission, to cut off the supplies they 
needed to defend themselves from the 
black terrorists. Well, the embargo was 
ineffective because the Rhodesians got 
whatever the needed from the South 
Africans just across the Limpopo River to 
the south. This infuriated the liberals. 
Christian church groups in America 
raised money to send to the black terror- 
ists in Rhodesia so that they could buy 
more effective weapons. Whenever the 
Rhodesians hanged a group of terrorists, 
church groups and other liberal groups in 
America would hold candlelight vigils — 
which seems to be one of the favourite 
things liberals do. 


ROLE OF THE MEDIA 


The mass media were the most effective 
weapon of the liberals against Rhodesia, 
however. The media in America whipped 
up a frenzy of bloodthirsty hatred against 
the Rhodesians. They had students demon- 
strating on university campuses. They 
invited terrorist leaders to speak to student 
groups and helped to raise funds for the 
terrorists. The destruction of White Rhod- 
esia was one of the top-priority projects of 
American liberals during the 1970s. But 
the white Rhodesians weren’t especially 
worried. They had declared their indepen- 
dence from Britain in 1965 when the 
liberals in Britain tried to impose black 
rule on them, and as long as they could 
trade their farm products and their 
minerals to South Africa in return for 
military helicopters and petroleum 
products they knew they could fight black 
terrorism indefinitely. 

So the liberals stepped up the economic 
pressure against South Africa. And the 
South Africans, I am embarrassed to say, 
eventually gave in. They cut off their 
trade with Rhodesia, leaving the Rhod- 
esians isolated. And I cannot blame this 
bit of treachery entirely on the liberals. In 
part it was due to the selfishness and 
stupid shortsightedness on the part of non- 
liberal South Africans. South African bus- 
inessmen and politicians thought that if 
they threw the Rhodesians to the wolves 
they could relieve some of the economic 
pressure the liberals were putting on South 
Africa. 

Even without South Africa’s help, the 
Rhodesians could deal with the terrorists. 
But liberalism also had infected many 
Rhodesians and weakened both their self- 
confidence and their judgement. They 
decided in 1979 that living under a black 
government wouldn’t be so bad after all. 
Surely the Blacks would understand that 
their own welfare depended on the 
Whites. The Whites made up only 4.5 per 


cent of the population, but they produced 
92 per cent of Rhodesia’s agricultural 
output. Black farmers engaged only in 
subsistence farming, and their own 
families consumed nearly everything they 
produced. Without the white farmers and 
their large, efficient farms, everything 
would sink back into the jungle. So with 
all sorts of agreements and safeguards and 
assurances from the British Government 
and the United Nations, the Rhodesians 
turned their government over to the black 
majority, thinking that then the world 
would love them, their standard of living 
would go up because the embargo would 
be lifted, and everything would be peace- 
ful and prosperous again. 


BACK TO REALITY 


Well, it didn’t take long for cold, hard 
reality to assert itself. The first thing that 
happened was the change in the name of 
the country from Rhodesia to Zimbabwe. 
The capital city had its name changed 
from Salisbury to Harare. And the demo- 
cratic government, with all its checks and 
balances to ensure the safety of the white 
minority, quickly reverted to the norm for 
Black Africa: a one-party dictatorship, 
with an increasingly unstable and unpred- 
ictable black dictator. Robert Mugabe’s 
party controls 147 of the 150 seats in 
Zimbabwe’s parliament. There are black 
Opposition groups in Zimbabwe, but when 
they try to have public meetings or 


‘election rallies they are set upon by armed 


thugs from Mugabe’s party, and their 
leaders tend to disappear or have fatal 
accidents. 

During a peaceful march in Harare on 
the first of this month (April) by 3,000 
members of an opposition group, 
including 200 Whites, Mugabe supporters 
armed with clubs and machetes attacked 
the marchers while police watched without 
interfering. The attackers singled out the 
Whites in the procession. I’ll read you a 
few lines from an eye-witness report. I 
quote:- 


‘‘As the police stepped hastily aside, 
they charged. Demonstrators fled in 
panic as stones were hurled towards 
them. Crouching in a doorway, I saw an 
ordinary shopping street overrun by 
anarchy. Thugs raced along pavements 
beating bystanders to the ground and 
snatching handbags... Shops hastily 
barricaded entrances, leaving desperate 
people trapped in the street. A white 
man in his fifties was hit by stones and 
fell to the ground. His companion, a 
white woman in her forties, was toppled 
beside him. Seconds later, three youths 
attacked them with clubs, and blood 
spattered across the pavement where 
they lay.”’ 

In front of me I have dozens of eye- 


witness reports of beatings, slashings and 
stabbings of Whites who participated in 


this peaceful protest against the Mugabe 
Government two weeks ago. I doubt that 
you read any of these reports in the New 
York Times or the Washington Post. They 
really don’t like to report such news. 

Much of the recent turmoil in Zim- 
babwe is related to Mugabe’s threats in 
the past year to take the farms belonging 
to white farmers away from them and give 
them to his black followers. Last week, on 
April 6th, he finally announced that he 
would confiscate white farms without 
compensation. Even before this announce- 
ment, black gangs had already invaded 
more than 800 white farms and become 
illegal squatters, and Mugabe had refused 
to intervene. 

There are only 75,000 Whites left in 
Zimbabwe today. Of the 275,000 Rhod- 
esians in the country in 1979 at the advent 
of black rule, 200,000 already have left. 
The ones who remain own some 4,500 
farms, which still produce more than 90 
per cent of Zimbabwe’s agricultural 
output. Mugabe is basing his popularity 
with Blacks on a promise to take the farms 
away from Whites and redistribute the 
land to Blacks. 

Referring to his refusal to remove the 
illegal squatters from the white farms, 
Mugabe announced last week, and I quote: 
‘“We will not remove the people from the 
farms. We are going to share the farms. 
We are all equal. We all have to share 
equally.”’ 

The remaining Whites in Zimbabwe are 
desperate. Their farms are all they have. 
When those are taken, most of them will 
have nothing left and nowhere to go. A 
minority of them with British passports 
can go to Britain, but everything they 
own, everything they spent their lives 
building, will remain behind. 


MEDIA INDIFFERENCE 


Now here’s the punchline to this story: 
in America it isn’t a story at all. The mass 
media over here been far too busy giving 
us the latest updates on Elian Gonzales to 
tell us about what’s happening in Zim- 
babwe. Four days ago, on Tuesday night 
of this week, I saw a one-minute snippet 
about the dispossession of the white 
farmers of Zimbabwe on CNN headline 
news. I don’t expect to see much more. 
So far as the media bosses are concerned, 
it’s not important news. The victims are 
our people, not Jews or Blacks or other 
non-Whites, and so there’s no need to 
make a fuss about it. And the liberals, of 
course, aren’t interested. 

They were very interested back in the 
1970s, when they were busy destroying 
Rhodesia. But now that the work of 
destruction is done they have completely 
lost interest. They don’t care. Their latest 
project is to persuade the International 
Monetary Fund that it must not be so 


stingy in giving our money to African 
countries which need it. They’re demon- 
strating in the streets of Washington right 
now in a campaign to get more money for 
supporting bankrupt countries — counties 
like Robert Mugabe’s Zimbabwe. Since 
the Whites, who were the principal 
employers of black workers in Zimbabwe, 
began leaving a few years ago, the unem- 
ployment rate in Zimbabwe has reached 
50 per cent. When Mugabe begins 
grabbing more white farms, as he ann- 
ounced last week that he would, there will 
be a total collapse of the economy. On top 
of that, one in five Blacks in Zimbabwe is 
infected with HIV. 

Yes, indeed, a new generation of very 
earnest college girls and long-haired freaks 
and hymn-singing Christians soon will 
have a wonderful new cause to which to 
devote themselves: providing money and 
food and medical aid to the starving, 
AIDS-wasted Blacks of Zimbabwe. They 
will be demonstrating just as self-right- 
eously for this cause as the previous 
generation demonstrated for black rule in 
Rhodesia. 

You know, I started out today to talk 
about the disease of liberalism. What I’ve 
talked about so far is just one of the 
consequences of liberalism, one of the 
effects of this disease of the soul. The 
very earnest college girls and the long- 
haired freaks and the hymn-singing Christ- 
ians who were so proud of themselves 
when they succeeded in destroying Rhod- 
esia are just an effect of liberalism also. 
They aren’t liberals. They don’t have an 
ideology. They just want to be fashion- 
able. They will take-up any cause, with 
the utmost earnestness, so long as it is 
fashionable. They don’t have the wits to 
understand the disastrous consequences of 
their misdirected earnestness. And they 
really don’t care. 

There are just too many of these trendy 
idiots in the world. They are not even 
inherently evil. They lack the ability to 
distinguish good from evil. They have no 
more inherent morality than animals do. 
They have no souls. They have only the 
ability to recognise what’s trendy at the 
moment. 

I’m really heartbroken when I contem- 
plate what these destructive idiots have 
done to the white people of Rhodesia, who 
were among the finest of our people and 
who at this moment are facing a very grim 
future indeed. 


MAY 2000 AND AFTER 
(Contd. from page 8) 


used in these elections bring in the new 
members and help the process of building 
the active cadres which are our vital need in 
the coming years of growth from minority 
party to mass movement. 

For that is what electoral activity, at the 
present stage, is all about. 
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DARK FOREBODINGS 


DECEMBER 1999 brought an end to a 
century that was a catastrophe for the 
White Man. Whites are now being out-pro- 
created on a phenomenal scale everywhere, 
even in their own homelands. White fertility 
rates are now less than 1.5 children per 
woman; in the rest of the world the 
average is 3.5. In 1950 the world popu- 
lation stood at 2.7 billion; now it is over 6 
billion, and nearly all of the increase has 
been among non-white peoples. In 1950 
there were five European countries, includ- 
ing our own, among the ten with the 
highest population sizes; by 2050 there will 
be none. At the beginning of the 20th 
century, Whites constituted 35 per cent of 
the world’s population; now they are no 
more than a small fraction of that. 

In addition, the White Man has comm- 
itted cultural and literal self-genocide on a 
horrendous scale. Probably about 80 million 
Europeans were needlessly killed on our 
own continent in the last 85 years — nearly 
a million a year. 

But it is the invitation to tens of millions 
of people from the Third World to live per- 
manently in European ancestral lands and in 
America that was the most bizarre feature 
of the 20th century. What took place — 
and is continuing to do so — never had the 
consent of the receiving communities. It 
was totally unnecessary and made no 
economic or historical sense. 

Nationalist conservatives have _ long 
puzzled over this phenomenon. The ex- 
pression ‘white liberal guilt’ refers to the 
presumed abhorrence of the apartheid 
system of South Africa. Or it derives from 
an overwrought sense of sympathy with 
the black civil rights activists in America in 
the 1960s. Perhaps the fact that the White 
Man has left his cultural and technological 
hallmarks all over the globe — and is 
responsible for creating the most lethal 
weapons technology — is seen by some as 
a manifestation of ‘chauvinism’, this giving 
rise to feelings of guilt. 

Some point to the preference of intell- 
ectuals for supranational institutions and 
grand technocratic political super-states 
over the alleged ‘parochialism’ of smaller 
regions, Communities or nations. Others 
point to the doctrine of the ‘brotherhood of 
man’, which is the legacy of both comm- 
unist idealism and Judeo-Christianity. 


ABUSE OF POWER 


But what is clear is that an abuse of 
power has taken place. Several influential 
thinkers in the early 20th century dwelled 
upon the theory of oligarchy as a more 
flexible alternative to Marx’s ruling-class 
theory. Among them were Gaetano Mosca 
and Wilfredo Pareto. They became known 
as the ‘Machiavellians’, since they elabor- 
ated upon the 15th century philosopher’s 
description of how power is obtained and 
held by oligarchies. 


The Machiavellians depicted human 


Page 12 


beings as being power-hungry, irrational 
and driven by sentiment and prejudice, 
ignorant and easily deceived by others as 
well as by themselves. Georges Sorel ex- 
plained how myths and falsehoods provided 
a unified force for political action. Robert 
Michels showed how political minorities 
monopolised power by coercing and dec- 
eiving their mass followings. 


future of white 
civilisation 

Elites depend upon close-knit ideologies 
that provide unity and protection from the 
challenges of other groups struggling to 
usurp power from them. Political debate is 
virtually non-existent: pejorative slurs , 
demonising language and personal insults 


are hurled at political enemies. For example, 
those who oppose multi-culturalism are 


Nationality by 
any definition 
other than race 
is an absurdity. 
This man is a 
Hong Kong 
Chinese using 
his citizen’s 
papers inan 
effort to get 
into Britain. 
Countless mill- 
ions could, by 
this yardstick, 
be eligible to 
come here. 


caricatured as ‘racists’. 

But this brings us to a more unpleasant 
feature of oligarchism: its tendency 
towards despotism. For example, if multi- 
culturalism is, as some have suggested, 
some kind of compensation for the extreme 
chauvinism of 20 century fascism, then all 
that is happening is that one totalitarian 
form is being replaced by another. When 
liberals claimed that they aimed to build 
judicial institutions in post-war Europe that 
could not be tampered with by anti-demo- 
cratic despots, all that they did was to 
ensure that despotism would continue. 

Liberals — with the aid of a huge cultural 
‘élite’ encompassing the media, academe 
and the advertising industry — have 
engaged in a crusade aimed at destroying 
the concept of the ethnic nation-state 
(meaning a nation named after the ethnic 
group which traditionally comprised it — 
unlike most of the world’s ‘nations’, who 
comprise invented civic states). These 
liberals’ actions, if not opposed, will ensure 
that by the year 2050 Europe will have 
become one vast refugee camp. 

To argue, as liberals do, that social unity 
should not be based on the jus sanguinis 
principle (in other words, on ancestry or 
‘blood lines’) is to defend the racial dest- 
ruction which is now taking place almost 
everywhere. As for the apparent concern 
for ‘human rights’, this is quite spurious, 
not least because the rights of the receiving 


communities are always ignored. 

The concept of ‘human rights’ had its 
origins in earlier totalitarian modes of 
thinking. It is concerned with a kind of 
inner liberation, but was usually wedded to 
a 19th century collectivist ideal which 
ultimately gave rise to Marxism. In the 
modern West, with the rise of consumerist 
economics, liberationism became wedded 
to individualism, and later still to ‘multi- 
culturalism’. 


U.N. EDICTS 


One important factor undermining the 
concept of jus sanguinis was the series of 
post-war edic’. that came out of the United 
Nations. First there was the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights of 1948; then 
there was the European Convention on 
Human Rights of 1950, which was quickly 
followed by the Geneva Convention on the 
Legal Status of Refugees — this protecting 
people from being returned to their coun- 
tries of origin if they have a ‘’well-founded 
fear of persecution.’’ 

But there was also a feedback to the UN 
itself primarily via Britain’s unilateral action 
of 1976. Britain was in fact the first Euro- 
pean country purposefully to undermine the 
jus sanguinis concept when it set up the 
Commission for Racial Equality and passed 
the seminal Race Relations Act. Other Euro- 
pean countries had allowed naturalisation to 
take place, but the British move was revol- 
utionary in the sense that, virtually by fiat, 
nationality was consciously disconnected 
from ethnicity. In a sense, the authorities 
declared that ‘Britishness’ was defined as 
belonging to those holding British pass- 
ports, nor merely to those of Anglo-Celtic 
origin. Henceforth, the races in Britain, 
indigenous and non-indigenous, were not 
only ‘equal’ not only in law but were to be 
fully incorporated into the national culture 
and institutional life of the country. 

In this sense the one difference between 
the oligarchs of the past and those of the 
present is the way western politicians have 
surrendered power to global judicial instit- 
utions, to international capitalism and to the 
media. Within the EU, extra-governmental 
bodies, and those outside the EU such as 
the European Court of Human Rights, inter- 
pret international codes and laws, and 
legally bind the member states. Universalist 
rules about nationality and political rights 
are also formalised by other international 
conventions and institutions, by NGOs and 
other global networks such as NATO, EFTA 
and WEU and so on. 

Gradually, one European country after 
another has abandoned jus sanguinis in 
favour of sus so//. Immigrants of even 
recent origin find it increasingly easy to 
acquire EU citizenship rights. One reason 
for this is that most states have open 
economies that operate as part of an in- 
creasingly integrated global economy. 
Hence with bilateral treaties workers origin- 
ating from non-EU countries have been 
incorporated into legal frameworks for 
social security and have other protections 
based on ‘human rights’ precepts. 

The net effect is that governments 
virtually no longer have sole control over 
migrant populations — or, more particularly, 


over who may be deported or resettled. 
This is because of an elaborate and ram- 
ifying legal testing and appeals procedure. 

A totalitarian system is one where the 
democratic process is stealthily subverted 
from within, where political parties absorb 
each other’s policies and where the 
academics and professionals all think along 
similar lines. Free migration across borders 
is the product of an extreme moral idealism 
as voiced by influential philosophers like 
John Rawls and Jospeh H. Carens, who 
have spawned a_ huge sympathetic 
academic literature on the subject. Ethnic 
nations ought, according to this idealism, 
be replaced by civic states, and to that 
purpose be ‘rebranded’ as such. Doesn't 
that latter term sound familiar? 


Cargo of 
aliens: 
another 
shipment 

of illegals at — 
a British 
docks. The 


looseness 
of national 
borders in 
Britain is 
resulting in 
an unwanted 
flood into 


our country 


Today there is not a single mainstream 
politician or journalist who would dare 
openly challenge this idealism. Indeed, the 
fact that the disconnection of nationality 
from race is reinforced by media propa- 
ganda is a major root cause of our diffi- 
culties. In other words, we no longer have 
a free media. Most radio phone-ins and 
press discussions about ‘racism’ exist for 
political purposes, not in order to maintain 
the tradition of free debate. There is a 
perceived need to discredit ideas in favour 
of ethnic nationalism before they begin to 
sound plausible. People of colour presently 
thronging our city streets are clearly not of 
European, let alone British, origin. Further, 
a great many of them have arrived in this 
country very recently. By emphasising 
‘racism’, broadcasters and journalists succ- 
essfully obscure this awkward fact, for if 
the idea got about that multi-culturalism 
had been imposed undemocratically or un- 
justly, or even that it made historical 
nonsense, it could give rise to ‘hatred’ and 
‘discrimination’. 


REWRITING OF HISTORY 


The attempt to distort political and 
historical truths is a common feature of 
despotism. Orwell's satire Wineteen Eighty- 
four showed how élites have the power to 
rewrite history. New schools curricula are 
now on the verge of relegating great Euro- 


pean personages such as Napoleon and 
Churchill to footnotes. Much of the re- 
writing is intended to benefit new types of 
people defined in civic, or political, terms. 
In fact, the growing educational debate 
over history represents a kind of ku/tur- 
kampf, just as went on in Russia from 
1917 and in Germany from 1933. 

From now on, the legacy of the British 
Empire must be ‘remembered’ so that it will 
not ‘‘obstruct the development of a new 
kind of nation and new kinds of national 
identities.’” Thus wrote Catherine Hall in an 
influential educational journal recently. 
Mary Ann Sieghart, of The Times, also felt 
the need to declare that we are ‘‘all immig- 
rants.’’ Matthew Parris similarly had an 
article headed in bold: ‘Mongrels, not 


Angles’. Dr. David Starkey defined ‘English- 
ness’ in abstract terms such as a belief in 
justice, fairness and democracy. In other 
words, he published yet another myth: that 
in Britain social existence is merely a matter 
of values and beliefs and has nothing to do 
with family, neighbourhood or kinship. One 
of Starkey’s published articles was entitled 
‘Hooray, England doesn’t exist!’ — another 
particularly dangerous and_ unpleasant 
myth. Many other journalists, in particular 
Ben Macintyre, Polly Toynbee, Andrew 
Marr and Jonathan Freedland, have also 
sneered at those British who dare to think 
of themselves in racial terms. 

Unless there is a movement of organised 
opposition to this cultural monolithism, the 
future looks very bleak. What will happen 
to Europeans in the decades to come can 
only be guessed at. One thing is clear: 
communism ‘collapsed’ because it was 
simply an abstraction. But multi-culturalism 
has brought about widespread social, polit- 
ical and even anthropological changes and 
cannot just ‘collapse’ in the same way. And 
whereas the nations of Eastern Europe will 


gradually recover from the communist 
legacy, western nations will ultimately 
succumb and disintegrate — if a counter- 


revolution against multi-culturalism does 
not gain force very soon. 

Antony Milne is an independent writer. 
Some readers may disagree with a few of 
his references. 
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SINCE Article 261bis of the Swiss penal code, 
aimed against historical revisionists and so- 
called ‘racists’, became law with effect from 
the Ist January 1995 (the wording of this 
legislation was published in the March 1994 
issue of Spearhead), more than 200 trials have 
taken place in Switzerland and more than 100 
sentences passed. ‘Thought crimes’ are no 
longer a mere reminiscence from the late 
USSR under the reign of Stalin. In ‘demo- 
cratic’ Switzerland, authors, teachers, histor- 
ians and any other persons who speak in a 
politically incorrect manner are subject to 
witch-hunts — particularly if they do not 
share the ‘approved’ ideas regarding coloured 
immigration and the ‘Holocaust’. In the article 
‘Switzerland: a test case for extortionists’ 
(Spearhead, December 1998) some relevant 
items were briefly mentioned. 

Booksellers who display or offer literature that 
has been forbidden as from January 1995 are 
prosecuted. But how can they know what is for- 
bidden, as we do not have anything similar to the 
former Index librorum prohibitum of the Catholic 
Church? Who decides what reading shall be pro- 
hibited? If the Federal Department of Justice and 


Political witch-hunt 


in Switzerland 


MAX MORF reports on the latest thought-crimes 
trial in one of the world’s model ‘democracies’ 


Police in Switzerland had the candour to 
publish a ‘Swiss Index of Prohibited 
Literature’ the matter would be clear. But 
since we are a ‘demo-cracy’, such a thing is 
inconceivable. It must never be admitted 
officially that any literature is banned, 
though it is quite clear that it is! 


Different laws for different people! 


According to the above-named Article 261bis, 
discrimination against and degradation of persons 
because of their racial, ethnic or religious 
identity is an offence. Well, the Jewish author 
Bruno Cohn wrote in his book Die Antwort (The 
Answer: publisher Aristoteles-Verlag) that the 


THE VICTIM 
This is Gaston-Armand Amaudruz (79). His ‘crime’ was simply to express a few honest opinions 
about what happened in World War II. These opinions may have been wrong, but the point at 
issue is his right to give voice to them. A Swiss court has rejected this. 
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Swiss are mentally a rather retarded 
people,’’ and ‘‘Rabbi Meir ben Baruch would 
have merited being the national hero of Switzer- 
land rather more than William Tell,’’ whereupon 
Erwin Kessler, well-known animal protector and 
fighter against cattle factories, brought a legal 
action against Mr. Cohn for anti-Swiss racism. 
The court closed the investigation on the 12th 
May 1996 on the grounds that the book in 
question was a scientific work with differen- 
tiated arguments and that the statements made 
therein must be read in their context; therefore 
the facts of racism are not evident. Of course, 
the examining magistrate did not want to lose his 
job! If a Gentile had written the same thing about 
Jews, there wouldn’t have been any question of 
such a book being justified as ‘scientific’. 

In 1997, Mr. Kessler himself was sentenced to 
two months’ imprisonment for having written in 
his paper that those Jews who practise ritual 
slaughter of cattle (Shechita) are no better than 
the nazi myrmidons in the concentration camps. 
No defence on grounds of ‘science’ here! 


Background to Amaudruz trial 


Such was the political climate in which the 
trial of Gaston-Armand Amaudruz (79) took 
place at the Criminal Court of Lausanne from 
April 3rd to April Sth this year. 

Who is Mr. Amaudruz? After finishing his 
university studies with a doctor’s degree in social 
and political sciences, he worked for an 
insurance company and later as a professor of 
French and German languages. He was one of 
the founders of the New European Order (Zurich 
1951) and was the secretary-general of the NEO 
until 1991. He is the author of several books, 
including Ubu Justicier au Procés de Nuremberg 
(Judge Ubu at the Nuremberg Trial), Paris 1949; 
Nous autres racistes (We other racists), Montreal 
1971; and Les peuples blancs: survivront-ils? 
(Will the white peoples survive?), Lausanne 
1987. The two latter works have been translated 
into German and Spanish. 

Since 1946, Amaudruz has been publishing his 
monthly news bulletin Courrier du Continent, 
with a circulation of 500 copies mailed in sealed 
envelopes to subscribers all over Europe, mainly 
France. Since the beginning, he has warned of 
the danger of coloured immigration into Europe 
— warnings ignored by the political establish- 
ment but which have turned out to be justified. 
Amaudruz admits to being ‘racist’ in the sense 
that he believes that each race, be it white, black 


ok 


* 
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or yellow, should maintain its own identity and 
characteristics and not mix with the others, and 
that the different races should remain in their 
own respective living areas. He is definitely not 
a ‘race-hater’ or an ‘anti-semite’. He is not even 
an unconditional ‘white supremacist’ for he rec- 
ognises that the white race, particularly in the 
highly industrialised democratic countries, con- 
tains a high percentage of biological trash, i.e. 
parasites who in the absence of natural selection, 
and thanks to social welfare institutions, can 
easily survive and even prosper. This trash 
consists of dregs (loafers, drunks, criminals, 
perverts of all kinds, etc.) on the one hand and 
of scum floating above (corrupt politicians, 
commercial scoundrels, ideological poisoners of 
public opinion) on the other. 

Amaudruz does not believe there was ever a 
planned extermination of Jews by the German 
National Socialists. According to him, the so- 
called ‘Holocaust’ is an invention by Jewish 
propagandists for the purpose of instilling 
feelings of everlasting guilt in the European 
peoples in general and the Germans in particular 
— with one aim being to extract from them as 
much cash ‘compensation’ as possible, and 
another being to persuade them to accept the 
mass invasion of European and other white 
countries by people from the Third World. 

Amaudruz has now been charged with ‘racial 
discrimination’ and. ‘grossly minimising 
genocide’, under the said Article 261bis, for 


having distributed 24 revisionist books and 
magazines prohibited after January 1995, and for 
having written in his Courrier du Continent:- 


@ The Holocaust consists of ‘mythical facts’ 
(March 1995). 

@ ‘‘I still do not believe in the gas chambers”’ 
(October 1997). 


@ ‘‘Long live revisionism!’’ (April 2000). 


Since he sent his bulletin in sealed envelopes 
to subscribers only (it is nowhere displayed or 
publicly on sale) and since Article 261bis stipu- 
lates clearly “‘He who in public...’’, one might 
well ask whether these charges are justified. 

The plaintiffs in the case were: (1) The Swiss 
Federation of Jewish Communities; (2) LICRA 
(International League Against Racism and Anti- 
Semitism); (3) The Association of the Sons and 
Daughters of Deported Jews in France; and (4) 
One individual survivor of the wartime concen- 
tration camps. 


Witnesses and counsel refused 

Mr. Amaudruz wanted as witness for the 
defence the French revisionist author Prof. 
Robert Faurisson and as counsel the Paris lawyer 
Eric Delcroix, but these requests were refused by 
the president of the tribunal. Amaudruz had to be 
satisfield with a counsel designated by the court. 
The plaintiffs had four lawyers and the public 
prosecutor at their disposal. They were allowed 
to bring six witnesses, whilst Mr. Amaudruz was 


allowed just one: the manager of a bookshop 
chain to explain a minor technical detail. 

The verdict of the court was pronounced on 
April 10th. It was that Mr. Amaudruz was 
sentenced to:- 


@ One year’s imprisonment. 

@ The payment of 1,000 Swiss Francs (app- 
roximately £400) to each of the plaintiffs. 

@ A contribution of 43,000 Swiss. Francs 
(approximately £17,200) to the plaintiffs’ 
costs. 


At a press conference held on April 14th, Mr. 
Amaudruz said that he intended to appeal. 
Whether he will ever go to jail is uncertain due 
to his age (79) and his state of health. 

This was a blatant political trial and its verdict 
was determined well in advance. This was under- 
lined by the fact that the Swiss Federal Court had 
decided long before that ‘‘The Holocaust is a 
well-established and proven fact.’’ In other 
words, the ‘Holocaust’ has become a dogma! 

I hope that through this article British readers 
may now know that freedom of expression no 
longer exists in so-called ‘democratic’ Switzer- 
land — despite the nice speeches to the contrary 
made by the establishment politicians, accom- 
panied by folklore demonstrations and military 
tattoos, on the occasion of our National Day, the 
Ist August. These ‘patriotic’ shows hide the 
reality. They may satisfy the Swiss Tourist Board 
but that is all! 


MIKE TYSON, the black heavyweight 
boxing champ, despite being a convicted 
rapist, will shortly be admitted to Britain for 
another fight. In the meantime, Dr. W.L. 
Pierce, leader of the US-based National 
Alliance, who has no criminal record, is 
banned from entry into this country because 
of his politically incorrect opinions. 


yore” 


THE LANDLORD of the Jacob’s Well pub, 
near Huddersfield, Yorks., placed a ban on 
transsexual customer Lisa Jones (formerly a 
man) because his other customers felt uncom- 
fortable in her/his presence and he was worried 
about them taking their business elsewhere. 
Miss/Mr. Jones took him to court for sex 
discrimination and obtained a ruling against 
him. He was forced to pay her/him £1,000 
compensation for wounded feelings and admit 
her/him back into the pub. Miss/Mr. Jones, 
however, said that she/he would not be 
drinking at the Jacob’s Well again. 


* * * 


SAILORS at the Royal Navy’s gunnery school 
are so chronically short of shells — due to the 
Government’s defence cuts — that instead of 
firing real ammunition they have been ordered 
just to shout “Bang!’. This practice, it is 
reported, will save the Exchequer £1 million a 
year. 

pee eek 


A RULING has been made by the Govern- 


News from the Asylum 


ment’s Department of Culture, Media and 
Sport that Britain’s leading museums and 
art galleries must meet strict ‘ethnic quotas’, 
in some cases as high as 12 per cent, of 
visitors if they wish to retain their public 
funding. 

The ruling is part of an ‘efficiency and 
effectiveness review’ and is intended, acc- 
ording to the Department, ‘‘to stimulate 
interest in the nation’s heritage among young 
Blacks and Asians.”’ 

It has not been explained how these estab- 
lishments are to persuade ‘ethnics’ to enter 
their doors when they do not want to do so 
— short of seizing them in the street and 
frog-marching them in. 


* * * 


ALAN LEVENE, a former amateur boxing 
champion, found an intruder in his house in 
Cumbria in the middle of the night. With his 
girlfriend and their two small children also on 
the premises, he feared for their safety and 
punched the man, fracturing his cheekbone. 

The man, Anthony Marsh, reported the 
incident to the police and Mr. Levene was 
charged with grievous bodily harm. Marsh, 
despite having five previous convictions for 
burglary, was not charged. The case was later 
dropped when Marsh failed to appear in court 
as witness. 

* * * 


JOHN GRIEVE, director of the Metropolitan 
Police’s Racial Task Force, has said in a Daily 


Telegraph article that he is a ‘racist’. He must 
be, he continued, because Lord Macpherson, 
who compiled the report on police handling of 
the Stephen Lawrence murder, says he is — in 
fact says that all the police are. As a result, 
says Mr. Grieve, he makes it a rule to ‘con- 
front’ his racism every day as an exercise in 
self-analysis and self-purification. 

* * * 


A COUNSELLOR with a ‘crack awareness’ 
team in Nottingham, backed by the Home 
Office, attracted attention because, while 
being only on a £12,000 saiary, he wore a 
£30,000 watch, owned four high-perform- 
ance cars and lived in a £120,000 house. 
Eventually, it was discovered that the _ 
man, David Francis, was secretly one of 
Nottingham’s chief heroin dealers. 


ae nk 


A MAN convicted of a sexual assault on a 14- 
year-old boy has won £100,000 damages after 
claiming that he committed the assault after a 
road accident which caused him to suffer a 
personality disorder. This was despite the court 
hearing that he had committed another sexual 
assault before the accident. 


* * * 


THE recently elected Plaid Cymru Mayor of 
Aberystwyth has announced herself a lesbian 
and said that her female lover will serve as 
‘mayoress’. The Mayor, Birmingham-born Jaci 
Taylor, ditched her husband 20 years ago to 
move in with mother-of-six Felicity Roberts. 
Mrs. Taylor did not inform the voters about 
her sex-orientation before being elected. 
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“*To outsiders, Sharron Edwards 
is a respectable, church-going 
mother of three. She works as a 
secretary and lives in a 
£120,000 detached house in a 
village. But behind the soft 
image lies the new face of right- 
wing extremism. For 43-year- 
old Mrs. Edwards is the first- 
ever female deputy leader of the 
British National Party — the 
group that spearheads racist 
politics in the UK. The party’s 
skinhead and jackboot image has 
gone, but its message is still the 
same.”’ 


So wrote Anthony Mitchell in the 
Daily Express of April 29th under 
the heading ‘The fair face of extrem- 
ism’. At this late stage, it’s dep- 
ressing to realise that there are still 
journalists willing to trot out the 
same tired jargon, employing a jaded 
exposé style more suited to a des- 
cription of some juicy suburban sex 
scandal. Here are the villains of 
modern politics, Mitchell says — 
apparently a greater ‘threat’ than the 
repellent parties of the establishment 
which have torn this country to 
shreds and left us floating towards 
national oblivion. ‘Extremism’, is it, 
Mr. Mitchell. My God, we’d all be 
better off with some more ‘extrem- 
ists’ around! One wonders if the 
inhabitants of the former mining 
areas of Yorkshire, Durham and 
South Wales, faced as they are with 
a daily struggle against poverty, 
crime and drugs, have any worries 
concerning the ‘extremist’ activities 
of Sharron Edwards and other 
nationalists. 

Preside over the destruction of 
British industry — a far higher 
percentage than was ever demolished 
by the Luftwaffe — and hardly 
anyone accuses you of ‘extremism’, 
least of all the Daily Express. Turn 
the entire economy into a sleazy 
casino for every financial spiv and 
crook from around the globe, and 
you are not an ‘extremist’. 

Rain terror from the air against 
Baghdad and Belgrade, and the 
chattering classes of Hampstead and 
Islington applaud you. Perhaps 
though, such deeds are a kind of 
macho compensation for possessing 
the character traits that Lancashire 
folk of an earlier era would have 
dis-missed as those of “‘a big girl’s 
blouse.” 

As in Mitchell’s article, another 
modish media word of condemnation 
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that’s usually twinned with ‘extrem- 
ism’ is the expression ‘racist’. One 
way of examining the question of 
‘racism’ would be to take a look at a 
couple of short excerpts from the 
writings of two figures, one an 
‘extremist’ and the other a darling of 
the politically correct. 


Moderation on race 


Hans Schmidt might well worry 
timid types of people due to his 
service in his youth with the Leib- 
standarte division of the SS at the 
end of World War I. Schmidt has 
been a resident of the United States 
since a few years after the war and 
now devotes his time to combatting 
the huge amount of anti-German 
propaganda churned out by the 
American mass media. The liberal 
ninnies who sneer at the attitudes 
displayed in the books of John 
Buchan, Dornford Yates or ‘Sapper’ 
should ask themselves if the Holly- 
wood fixation with the blond, blue- 
eyed German villain isn’t even more 
ridiculous and harmful. Mr. Schmidt 
recently made the following inter- 
esting statement:- 

“Personally, I like black people, and 
I can say that, while in private 
business, I always get along well with 
most of them. On the other hand, I 
am very race conscious, and I do 
believe that essentially racial separ- 
ation is best for all of us. By essen- 
tially I mean that, certainly, civilised 
discourse and polite, even helpful, 
relations should be possible. The 


The Daily 
Express 
reporter who 
hounded 
Sharron 
Edwards (left) 
simply couldn’t 
believe that she 
looked normal 
and respect- 


able. His 
description of 
her revealed the 
absurd 

mindset of 
mainstream 
journalists. 


Blacks need us more than we need 
them, but one does not have to 
denigrate them.”’ 


This is a very reasonable and 
moderate assertion, which would 
quite probably have been regarded as 
‘liberal’ in the 1950s. Intriguing, is 
it not, that the days before the blight 
of thought-control and political 
correctness were so much more 
normal, healthy and wholesome in 
every way than in today’s benighted 
society. But in any case Schmidt’s 
words are certainly not those of a 
raving bigot. 

Just compare his view with those 
of Deborah Lipstadt:- 


““We must say to young people that 
inter-marriage is something that 
poses a dire threat to the future of 
the Jewish community.”’ 


In her column in the Jewish Spec- 
tator Miss Lipstadt goes on endlessly 
about these dangers of inter-marr- 
lage, the need to revive traditional 
Jewish culture and the necessity of 
presenting a united front against 
allegedly eternally hostile Gentiles. It 
would not be unfair to describe Lip- 
stadt as a racial supremacist mas- 
querading as a liberal — a wolf in 
sheep’s clothing. If she were a white 
American southerner, she would be 
labelled a ‘racist bigot’, but as a 
Jewess she is able to get away with 
such things regularly without any 
such name-calling. Some of those 
who screech most loudly against 
‘racism’ would seem to entertain 


IAN BUCKLEY 
focuses on the use 
of trigger-words 
by the media as a 
substutute for 

- arguments 


some pretty hard-line racist views 
themselves — a phenomenon known 
as ‘projection’. 

We are held in bondage by mere 
words, which function almost like an 
hypnotic force of mass suggestion, 
eroding our will to resist. Not 
content with stigmatising Sharron 
Edwards as an ‘extremist’, Mitchell 
in his article then brought the ‘loony’ 
argument into play, saying:- 

“But neighbours in the village were 

shocked to hear about her political 

links. One said: ‘She looks so ordin- 
ary. God knows why she should be 
mixed up with those loonies.’ ”’ 


The true loonies 


In fact, the true loonies are those 
masochistic Britons who are foolish 
enough to support politicians like 
Tony Blair. And why on earth 
should Sharron Edwards not look 
‘ordinary’. What did these idiots 
expect: someone with two heads and 
fangs for teeth? 

If you make a stand against the 
destruction of your country, you are 
classed as an ‘extremist’ or a 
‘loony’. This is undeniably irritating, 
but just think how reminiscent it is 
of the last years of the Soviet Union, 
when political dissidents. were con- 
signed to incarceration in insane 
asylums. But the conformists who 
join the chorus of this nonsense now 
will have their attitudes changed in 
the near future. Gobalisation inev- 
itably means that the transfer of jobs 
from high-wage to low-wage 
countries will accelerate. Addit- 
ionally, former high-wage countries 
like Britain, the US and Australia 
will face even more pressure to turn 
themselves into coolie economies , 
quite possibly with the imposition of 
yet more immigration under the 
guise of compensation for ageing 
and diminishing native populations. 
In consequence, here in Britain, with 
the two main parties even more 
despised than they are now, no 
amount of media brainwashing will 
be capable of keeping this situation 
under control. 

So one day even the most docile 
of British sheep will wake up and 
realise how long they have been 
betrayed, manipulated and deceived. 
This will constitute a massive come- 
uppance for all those responsible. 
Then we will see who are popularly 
termed the ‘extremists’ and the 
‘loonies’! 


THE UNITED STATES isn’t just a 
republic. In fact it’s not at all the 
little federal republic it used to be. 
It’s an empire, an immense concen- 
tration of power, overly complicated 
and over-extended, with no clear purpose, rules or rationale. It 
undertakes vast new commitments at home and abroad even as it 
sinks beneath a $5 trillion debt it lacks the will and resources to 
deal with. Americans don’t like the word ‘empire’, so they resist 
facing the obvious. 

Clinton himself is a reluctant imperialist. So are most Americans. 
In fact there is little domestic support and even less enthusiasm for 
the Bosnian mission. None of the major Democratic constituencies — 
labour, Jews, Blacks, feminists, teachers, homosexuals — is 
wholeheartedly behind it. The military is deeply sceptical. Clinton 
has more conservative and neo-conservative than liberal support for 
this adventure — which isn’t saying much. Every congressman 
reports passionate and almost unanimous opposition from his own 
district. Our young president knows that he is courting political 
disaster, even if only a handful of American soldiers die in Bosnia. 

But Clinton is trapped. He feels he has no choice. Unless the 
United States gets into the act in Bosnia, along with its Western 
European ‘allies’, it will forfeit its ‘leadership’ in both the United 
Nations and the ‘NATO alliance’. But how can there be an ‘alliance’ 
without a common threat, or a common enemy? Thereby hangs a 
tale. 

The historian Stephen Ambrose speaks (approvingly) of America’s 
“‘rise to globalism’’ during and after World War II. ‘Globalism’ is 
one of several euphemisms for empire; it would sound silly to speak 
of Belgium’s or Singapore’s ‘‘rise to globalism,’’ however much 
their engagements with the outside world may have widened. It’s 
assumed that ‘world leadership’ is an American duty and prerogative. 
Only in America is ‘isolationism’ deemed a sin; when Russia threw 
off communism and turned inward, in fact, the same Americans who 
would lament a similar mining inward at home applauded it there. 
Now the United States is, as Ben Wattenberg crowed, the world’s 
first ‘omnipower’. Its ‘sphere of influence’ is not even a mere hemis- 
phere, but the whole sphere — the great globe itself. This after 
generations of accusing Germany, Japan, the Soviet Union and 
Communist China of seeking ‘world domination’. 


AMERICA DEFINED BY WORLD WAR II 


Gore Vidal has said that the Civil War was America’s Iliad. That 
was once true, but World War II has displaced the Civil War, 
making it seem like a local skirmish. World War II was vaster, far 
better recorded (which keeps it still relatively immediate), and more 
ideologically seminal. Even conservatives now feel they have to 
make their obeisances to the official mythology of that war. For 
Americans in our time, history virtually begins with that war and is 
centred around it in the same way the ancient Greeks and Romans 
thought history was begun and forever shaped by the Trojan War. 
World War II not only shaped our world but provided it with its 
most basic lessons, such as ‘‘the lesson of Munich’’ and ‘‘the lessons 
of the Holocaust.’’ 

The correct lesson is being missed. The United States under 
Franklin Roosevelt was remade on the European model of the 
centralised state. The great old ‘isolationist’ critics of the New Deal, 
including John Flynn and Garet Garrett, saw clearly that the New 
Deal was not the opposite of fascism but its counterpart; that 
domestic centralisation would be easily consummated under wartime 
conditions; and that the post-war settlement was a dual US-Soviet 
imperialism (reified in the United Nations), which quickly split into 
rival empires. 

The conversion of the United States into a radically different 
system required all sorts of hypocrisies. These began with the 
Nuremberg Trials, in which mass murderers were tried for mass 
murder by mass murderers, all of whom had made ruthless war on 
civilians. At home, the US Government was forced to ‘reinterpret’ 


M REPUBLIC 


TO EMPIRE 


JOSEPH SOBRAN looks at the 
changing role of the United States 
over the past half-century 


Joseph Sobran is a nationally syndicated col- 
umnist in the United States, and is also a lec- 
turer, author and editor of the monthly news- 
letter Sobran’s, in which this article first app- 
eared in December 1995, and which is obtain- — 


able from PO Box 1383, Vienna, VA 22183, 
USA. The article was brought to our attention 
by being published in The Journal of Histor- 
ical Review, PO Box 2739, Newport Beach, 
CA 92659, USA. 


the Constitution, not as something it had to obey, but as something it 
had to enforce — against the very states and citizens whose reserved 
powers and rights were underlined by the most important articles of 
the Bill of Rights, the Ninth and Tenth Amendments, both of which 
became dead letters. 


GLOBAL FEDERALISM 


In an odd way, all this has made federalism global just as it has 
ceased to be national. The Constitution is defunct at home, but 
something like the original constitutional system obtains abroad. 
Other countries have the same relation to Washington as the ‘several 
states’ used to have. They are allowed to govern themselves 
internally, provided they adhere to the union (it’s doubtful that 
outright secession would be tolerated). Of course, even here there are 
exceptions: South Africa’s apartheid laws became an excuse for 
intervention, just as ‘civil rights’ became an excuse for Washington 

Contd. overleaf 


President Clinton, seen here with Russia’s Boris Yeltsyn, has been 
one of the prime movers in America’s evolution towards global- 
ism and world government. 
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FROM REPUBLIC TO EMPIRE 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


to violate the reserved powers of the states. 

But in general, US power over other countries is so far confined to 
external matters. As in Kuwait, the United States is in Bosnia on an 
imperial mission — to define and guarantee borders. 

Clinton has won support for the Bosnian mission in quarters where 
he is usually opposed with contempt. May neo-conservatives, who 
want the United States to play an imperial role for Israel’s sake, are 
backing him. The Weekly Standard, Rupert Murdoch’s new 
magazine, is squarely behind him. So is most of the Commentary 
crowd. So is William Safire. So is The Wall Street Journal, which in 
a single editorial denounced ‘‘head-in-the-sand isolationism,’’ ““beer- 
belly isolationism,’’ and ‘‘hell-no-we-won’t-go isolationism’’ — 
never acknowledging the principled ‘‘neutrality’’ among the 
‘‘belligerents of Europe’’ that guided Washington, Jefferson and 
most of the founding fathers, who feared what they called “‘the 
poison of foreign influence’’ to which republics are especially 
vulnerable (they argued that a monarch, unlike an elected politician, 
has no natural motive to sell out his country’s interests). 

But other Zionists and neo-conservatives, such as Charles 
Krauthammer and Abe Rosenthal, strongly oppose the mission, if 
only because it may drain imperial resources and popular support 
they’d rather reserve for future occasions when Israel’s interests may 
be more nearly touched. 


Once sustainable — not now 


There was a time when the US empire could be sustained. It may 
even have been profitable. After World War II, the United States 
was the only major country that wasn’t devastated. Its domestic 


institutions and moral traditions were still solid. Washington wasn’t 
yet consuming most of its wealth. Taxes were low; incomes were 
soaring. The welfare state was relatively small. Christian standards 
of conduct could be presumed, in private life and in public. Most 
Americans could feel that their government was on their side, and 


-this meant that they were free. The white birthrate was high. The 


dollar was strong. Crime wasn’t a worry. 

. If you’re old enough, you can amaze yourself by simply 
remembering how high national morale was in those days. People 
didn’t fret about what their government was doing, because 
everything was going so well. There were still deep anxieties — the 
fear left over from the Depression, the new fear of communism and 
nuclear war — but Americans believed in their future. The few 
things liberalism asked in the way of welfare payments and civil 
rights seemed like reasonable concessions for a rich majority to make 
to the less favoured. Federal spending was in the tens of billions. 
Only a few right-wing Cassandras warned of organic trouble ahead, 
arising not from foreign threats but from the principles that were 
taking root within the governing system and the ruling €élites. 

How times have changed! Americans no longer feel much hope 
for their future, and they have accordingly ceased to feel that they 
profit by their country’s imperial role, any more than they feel that 
they are the beneficiaries of the welfare state. The empire is 
inseparable from the welfare state, and they are tired of paying for 
both. 

Given a welfare state that supports even illegal aliens, we are 
headed for all kinds of trouble. We have a régime that, apart from 
being anti-white and anti-Christian, subverts family morality, crime 
control, private property, economic sanity, and every other bulwark 
against social chaos. The marriage of liberalism and empire may be 
the most potent recipe for disaster ever devised. 


Please get our address right! 


SUB INCREASE AS FROM THIS MONTH 


Readers are reminded always to post items 
intended for Spearhead to our published address 
and not to send them to any other addresses, as 
is still happening in a few cases. Mail sent 
elsewhere, even when it is passed on, gets to us 
later than desired and cannot therefore be dealt 
with with the promptness everyone would like. 


As from this month, we are obliged to 
raise the subscription rate for Spearhead — 
mainly because of increases in the postal 
rates. For some time our costs have been 
rising but we have kept the subscription 
rates down. Now the rise in postal charges 
compels us to pass the cost on to our 
readers. 

The rate for subscribers in the British 


LATEST VIDEO ByITgT 


Rally 98 is the video recording of the British National 


Party's Annual Rally, taking place on the 29th November 
1998. After a decision by the BNP not to put this filmon _ 
the market, its production and distribution were taken 


over by Spearhead. 


The rally was possibly the best in the party’s history. It 
was held at a smart venue in the West Midlands after 
successful attempts had been made by political oppo- 
nents, including the Board of Deputies of British Jews, 
to get previous bookings of venues cancelled. 

After many interesting reports by regional and depart- 
mental representatives, the film features speeches by 
Nick Griffin (then Publicity Director), Richard Edmonds 
(then National Organiser) and John Tyndall (then party 


Video recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally 
November 29th 1998 


Spearhead Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DAT6 DW 


leader). An especially touching feature is the hugely 

successful collection appeal by Dave Bruce, which raised a staggering £12,000 for the 
then all-important Euro Election Fund. Less than a month afterwards, Dave was no 
longer with us, having been tragically taken away by an unexpected heart attack. 


See and hear the speakers at this stirring event as if you were there! 

Rally ‘98 is available at £15.87 post-free, with a 30 per cent discount for all orders 
of three or over. Make cheques out to Spearhead Recordings and send to PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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Isles goes up to £24.00 a year. Those for 
the various categories of overseas readers 
can be found on page 26. 

A suggestion that we have had from 
some readers is that we send out copies in 
larger envelopes so as to obviate folding 
the copies in half and to enable them to 
arrive in more mint condition. We were 
very sympathetic to this idea and began 
making some enquiries into the cost 
increases involved — an opportune time in 
view of the need to put up subscription 
rates anyway and print new reminder 
notices. We knew that there would, of 
course, be an increase in the cost of envel- 
opes; it was just a question of how great, 
Upon enquiry with our supplier, we found 
that, purchasing the enveopes in greater 
quantities by ordering several months’ 


supplies at a time, we could obtain the 


larger ones at no enormous increase. 

However, we also found that the larger 
envelopes would result in a rise in the 
postal rate. At the present size of envel- 
ope, the cost of sending a copy remains 
just within the borderline of 33p (prev- 
iously 31p). With the larger envelope, 
allowing copies to go out unfolded, the 
cost per copy sent would go up to 44p. 
This would have necessitated a much 
higher subscription increase than the one 
we have made. We therefore feel that, in 
all probability, most subscribers would 
prefer to continue receiving their copies in 
the smaller envelopes than to pay the extra 
11p amonth (or £1.32 a year) on post 
alone. 


A FEW MONTHS AGO a young woman 
appeared on our doorstep, extolling the 
quality of what turned out to be a range 
of seriously over-priced frozen foods. She 
was, as she explained during the course 
of our conversation, earning some cash 
before taking off for Leeds University, 
this establishment being her first choice 
not so much for its record of academic 
achievement as for the diverse and well- 
publicised night life to be enjoyed in the 
city. At once, my heart went out to the 
poor creature, who, perhaps caught off 
balance for a split second on some fateful 
day, might actually learn something! 
Yorkshire readers will be better able to 
judge whether my fears had some sub- 
stance or were mainly foolish fancies. 


compulsory at Oxford’. This in itself was 
sloppy journalism as it seemed to imply a 
previous need for all students to study that 
subject. In fact, of course, it referred spec- 
ifically to the English degree course. Dr. 
Kate Flint, head of the English faculty, 
defended the decision. The aim, according 
to this charlatan, was ‘‘to make English 
more attractive and accessible to contem- 
porary undergraduates.’’ She observed that 
“*some students find Anglo-Saxon very hard 
and off-putting. Some students don’t come 
here because of it.”’ 

Predictably, we were not enlightened as 
to the background or origins of those 
degree-hunters who lack either the mental 
ability or the inclination to grapple with the 
intricacies of our ancient tongue as spoken 


Another example 
of the debasement 


of learning 


A few thoughts from COLIN VERNON on 
the move to eliminate Old English studies 


I have related the above anecdote because 
there are a few of us who can recall the 
days when our universities were, rightly, 
regarded as seats of learning — repositories 
of wisdom and tradition stretching back 
over hundreds of years. The oldest of all, 
Oxford, dates from the early years of the 
12th century, and is the subject of what 
follows. 

A headline in a recent issue of the Daily 
Telegraph stated: ‘Anglo-Saxon no longer 


by Alfred the Great. However, from their 
viewpoint the good news is that the 
replacement subject will be known as ‘Text, 
context and intertext’. Forgive me, dear 
reader, when I readily admit to having no 
idea as to what this means, but I harbour a 
sneaking suspicion that a reasonably bright 
six-year-old would be able to master it in a 
couple of hours. 

Three rousing cheers must go to Dr. 
Mark Griffith, a lecturer of 20 years’ 


ALFRED THE GREAT 
The Saxon King, seen here submitting his laws to the Witan, spoke our ancient tongue 
which Oxford now wants to be forgotten. 


standing, who described the decision as a 
disaster, and commented: ‘‘Students do find 
it hard but they almost always enjoy it and 


This land of such dear souls, this dear, dear land, 

Dear for her reputation through the world, 

Is now leased out, — | die pronouncing it, - 

Like to a tenement or pelting farm: 

England, bound in with the triumphant sea, 

Whose rocky shore beats back the envious siege 

Of watery neptune, in now bound in with shame, 

With inky blots, and rotten parchment bonds: 

That England, that was wont to conquer others, 

Hath made a shameful conquest of itself 
Richard // (1595) Act 2, scene 1, 1.40 


conclude it was worth doing. Now some 
colleges won’t offer Old English at all, and 
I shouldn’t be a bit surprised if Middle 
English (the language of Geoffrey Chaucer) 
was the next to go.”’ 


BASIS OF MODERN ENGLISH 


We should not doubt that the study of 
Anglo-Saxon is difficult; certainly the forms 
and construction are unusual when com- 
pared with Modern English. On the other 
hand, with the addition of some Greek, 
Latin, Norse and Norman French, it 
remains the basis of the language we speak 
today. 

One only has to look at the vocabularies 
to notice thousands of similarities. For 
example, we have drifan = to drive; 
drinkan = to drink; stan = stone; metan = 
measure (cf. meter); feallan = to fall; nama 
= name; giefu = gift; wif = woman; 
ceosan = to choose; iung =. young; and 
mann = man. So now you are a full eleven 
words ahead of next year’s Oxford intake! 
But my point is really: do we have to give 
our degrees away on a plate? 

At this point I sense that some forward- 
looking younger nationalists may be asking: 
‘‘Why bother? We are out here in a battle 
against a corrupt and vicious régime. Give 
us a break and let the etymology take care 
of itself.’’ Wrong! Indeed, you are fighting 
the good fight against arguably the vilest 
bunch of treacherous scoundrels who ever 
held power. On the other hand, you should 
be aware that a very important ingredient in 
the programme designed to effect your dest- 
ruction is the eradication of any concept you 
may have of who and what you are. As 
long as you have origins — that is to say 
roots — you will be able to identify yourself 
as a person and to flourish, collectively, as 
a race. But note that when the root is 
poisoned the plant withers, and finally rots 
on a multi-racial, multi-cultural compost 
heap. 


Read Spearhead on the Internet! 


You can obtain the best articles from 
Spearhead by visiting the Spearhead web- 
site at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 
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UKIP update 


From internal feud to outright split 


SINCE my report last month on the 
internal goings-on in the United Kingdom 
Independence Party (UKIP), a great deal 
more water has flowed under the bridge 
— most of it poisoned water. The internal 
tensions described in the report have now 
erupted into an outright split, with a . 
group of members, including some 
leading lights, breaking away from the 
party and launching a new organisation, 
which they call ‘Reform’. Reform has 
been set up in an atmosphere of mutual 
acrimony and name-calling, at times 
bordering on the hysterical. Even the 
British National Party has been brought 
into the argument (through no wish of its 
own) by some of the warring ex-UKIP 
members alleging BNP links to the BNP 
held by those with whom they are 
quarrelling. To the outsider, this presents 
a spectacle that is quite hilarious but, on 
the serious side, nevertheless instructive. 

As | stated in last month’s report, UKIP 
came into existence in the early 1990s 
with its main stated policy being British 
withdrawal from the European Union. In 
fact, the BNP had been campaigning for 
this same policy since its foundation in 
1982 but the founders of UKIP, instead 
of accepting its leadership and throwing 
their support behind it, chose to launch 
their own separate party, pirate the policy 
and present it to the country as their 
own. When asked why they did not 
support the BNP, they would obediently 
parrot the propaganda of the mainstream 
politicians and media and describe it as 
‘extremist’ and ‘racist’. Some UKIP 
leaflets even had a footnote saying that 
the party was ‘moderate’ and ‘non-racist’. 

This probably was contrary to the 
private views of a great many UKIP 
members and even some of its leaders, 
but these people no doubt thought they 
were being ‘clever’ in disguising their true 
opinions and would, by doing so, broaden 
the base of their public support. 


DISGUISE NOT SUCCESSFUL 


There was little evidence, however, of 
this succeeding. In the general election of 
May 1997 the BNP exceeded the average 
UKIP vote nationwide by 632 to 542, 
while in the constituencies where the two 
parties stood against each other the BNP 
more often than not came off best. 
Shortly afterwards, the BNP faced UKIP 
at a by-election in Uxbridge. Though the 
BNP vote was not too high (205 or 0.64 
per cent of the poll), that of UKIP was 
abysmal (a mere 39 votes or 0.22 per 
cent). And this was despite the fact that 
the former had to contend with the inter- 
vention of the National Democrats and 
National Front, both of which probably 
took far more of its votes than those of 
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UKIP. 

In last year’s elections to the European 
parliament, with the focus almost entirely 
on Europe, UKIP, not entirely surprisingly, 
did better than the BNP and actually got 
three MEPs elected. This was at least in 
part due to the fact that UKIP received a 
big boost by being supported by one or 
two well-known press columnists. 
However, the tables were turned in last 
month’s local government elections in 
London, where UKIP were well beaten by 
the BNP — greatly to the chagrin of many 
of its supporters. 


ERIC MILTON 
reports 


UKIP’s success in the 1999 Euro 
elections should have given the party a 
tremendous boost but, as | pointed out 
last month, this success was followed by 
a series of bitter internal quarrels and 
power-struggles — which told us a lot 
about the human calibre and lack of 
political maturity of many of the party’s 
members. 

In April there was a UKIP leadership 
election. No less than nine — yes, nine! 
— candidates put themselves forward. 
The election was eventually won by 
Jeffrey Titford by a narrow margin. This 
was the last straw for a number of party 
malcontents, who immediately jumped 
ship and set up ‘Reform’. 

In an open letter to party members 
headed ‘We have had enough’, the rebels 
outlined their grievances. These included 
accusations of ‘extremism’ against their 
opponents in the party — quite laughable 
in view of the party’s quite frantic efforts 
to maintain its image of ‘moderation’; 
charges of disorganisation and incom- 
petence, particularly with regard to prep- 
aration for recent elections; complaints 
about lack of proper financial accounting 
(always a popular ploy on the part of 
those bent on causing trouble in political 
groups); and, not least, the referred-to 
squeals about association with the BNP. 
Here the party’s former chairman Nigel 
Farage was mentioned by reference to 
“his well-publicised links to the British 
National Party.’’ In fact, so far as | know, 
all these amount to was a few words 
spoken in the street some years ago to a 
BNP official who was not even known as 
such to Mr. Farage at the time! 

Just to add fuel to the flames, another 
group called ‘New Britain’, which has 
been on the political scene for many 
years without causing more than tiny 
ripples, published its own version of the 
‘We have had enough’ circular slagging 


off UKIP but calling its dissidents not to 
join ‘Reform’ but to come in with New 
Britain! What a witch’s brew all this 
squabbling between ‘moderates’ presents! 


BATTLE OF THE ‘MODERATES’ 


The word ‘moderate’ — as opposed to 
‘extreme’ — crops up with monotonous 
regularity in all these to-ings and fro-ings 
of recriminatory bulletins. UKIP, which 
has always distanced itself from the BNP 
in order to maintain its ‘moderate’ political 
stance is now accused by its rebels of 
not being ‘moderate’ enough! The same 
rebels have taken a swipe at New Britain 
by calling it ‘far right’. This has greatly 
excited the New Britain people who claim 
that the reason for the smear is that “‘we 
are not afraid to talk about the problems 
of immigration and bogus asylum- 
seekers.” Here New Britain does have a 
point because, as mentioned before, UKIP 
has consistently refused even to discuss 
immigration or racial issues. It was 
noticeable that its candidate in the 
London mayoral election, Damian 
Hockney, made no mention of such 
matters in his election address — a quite 
ridiculous omission in the present political 
climate in the capital. New Britain’s 
circular letter makes much of the fact that 
in that election UKIP was well beaten by 
the BNP. 

It is noticeable that ‘Reform’, in its 
tattily presented declaration of policy 
aims, steers assiduously clear of the imm- 
igration and race issue. With all this taken 
into account, it is difficult to see what 
these people are really arguing about. 

In the original version of ‘We have had 
enough’ sent out by the UKIP rebels the 
following interesting suggestion is made 
as an explanation for the trouble:- 

“It may be — as some suggest — that 

UKIP was never meant to succeed; it 

may have been set up as some sort of 

‘sponge’ organisation — to soak up 
opposition to the EU in Britain without 
allowing it to become an effective force. 

There is ample evidence to suggest 

agents provocateurs have been active in 

UKIP stirring up trouble as the oppor- 

tunity arises...” 


In these words, the rebels are only 
reiterating what | and a number of nation- 
alists have been suspecting for years. 
However, there is a certain flavour of the 
pot and the kettle here, considering their 
source. Is it not obvious that those now 
calling on everyone to support their 
‘reform’ group have been equally active 
“stirring up trouble,’’ and that if UKIP 
“‘was not meant to succeed” this latest 
piece of splintering bears all the hallmarks 
of that intention? 

Contd. on next page 
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The big question is: which set of 
agents provocateurs are working for 
whom and to what agenda? Was UKIP 
‘set up as some kind of ‘sponge’ 


organisation — to soak up opposition to 
the EU in Britain without allowing it to 
become an effective force,”’ as its rebels 
suggest? Very possibly. But conversely, 
was not this latest rebellion also ‘set up’ 


to damage UKIP in the wake of its Euro 
election success and the alarm bells this 
must have rung in the corridors of power? 
Possibly UKIP was seen as becoming 
something of a Frankenstein monster by 
those who originally encouraged its pro- 
motion as a diversion from the only truly 
radical group in Britain — the BNP — but 
later became frightened that it might 


become something more than that, and 
thereupon decreed that it be smashed. 

All these are interesting theories about 
which it is perhaps premature at this time 
to leap to any final conclusions. We will 
have to watch and see what happens 
next. In the meantime, let us be glad that 
the BNP has a more adult way of sorting 
out its internal disagreements. 


LAST MONTH an article in Spearhead focused on 
an incident in which a partly black teenager who 
claimed to have had his face and arms burned in a 
racial attack by Whites was later arrested by police 
on suspicion of criminal deception. 

Since then, two further cases have come to public 
notice with similarities to this one. 

In March it was reported that a Birmingham 
man, Chris Cotter, had been the victim of a 
stabbing by ‘racists’. Cotter, though white, was 
known to be the boyfriend of black olympic athlete 
Ashia Hansen. Cotter, also an athlete, backed up his 
story of a ‘racist’ attack with samples given to the 
police of alleged ‘hate mail’ sent to him by a group 
called the ‘White Aryan Nazi Organisation’ 
(WANO). Shortly afterwards three other sports 
stars, all black, received almost identical letters. 

As might be expected, the media took up the 
story with enthusiasm, with lurid tales about the 
growing menace of ‘racism’. Home Office Minister 
Mike O’Brien got in on the act, with a statement 
that there was “‘no room for complacency’’ about 
racist violence. 

There was only one problem with the ‘hate mail’ 
letters. Neither the local police nor Special Branch, 
whose job it is to keep files on political groups, had 
ever heard of WANO. 


CHRIS COTTER 
Allegedly lied to police about knife attack 


Then on May 22nd it was announced that Cotter 
and two others had been arrested and would face 
charges of faking the story about the circumstances 
of the attack; sending racist material with intent to 
cause harassment, alarm or distress; and conspiracy 
to obtain financial gain by selling stories concerning 
the case to the newspapers. 

The other two, Surjit Singh Claire of Walsall and 
Craig Alan Wynn of Birmingham, also face charges 
of conspiracy to inflict grievous bodily harm on 


‘RACE CRIMES’ 


Egg on faces 
of accusers 


as truth 
comes out 


Cotter. 

In another incident, curiously also in Birm- 
ingham, it was reported that a black man was 
attacked by ‘racists’ and set on fire. This happened 
on the Ist May. Immediately, screaming press 
headlines about the incident followed, with the 
predictable condemnations of ‘racism’. Politicians, 
clerics and media folk jumped in. Liberal Democrat 
leader Charles Kennedy said in parliament that the 
attack ‘‘should act as an important pointer to every 
politician in this house that we should not conduct 
ourselves in a way that panders to the worst racial 
prejudice in this country.’’ This was just a cheap 
party-political jibe at Tory leader Hague immed- 
iately after the latter had tried to capitalise on the 
asylum-seeker crisis. The Right Rev. Mark Santer, 
Bishop of Birmingham, said: ‘“‘This was an un- 
speakably vicious crime. Birmingham is home to a 
multi-cultural community and one racist attack is an 
attack on us all.’’ Then left-wing film-maker Ken 
Loach, speaking at the Cannes festival, condemned 
the fact that less media coverage had been given to 
the reported burning than to the defacing of the 
Churchill statue in Parliament Square by the anti- 
capitalist rioters. 


*“VICTIM’ CHARGED 


But after all this huff and puff, and the usual 
ritual denunciations of ‘racism’ right across the 
board, what happened? The black man, Ashley 
Kane (24) was charged on the 17th May with 
wasting police time over the incident. 25 officers 
had been assigned to the case and had interviewed 
hundreds of people (something which almost 
certainly would not have happened if the alleged 
victim had been white). It was reported in the Daily 
Mail the next day: ‘‘Police revealed that they were 
no longer treating the incident... as a racist attack. 
Three people have been charged with conspiracy to 
defraud and with wasting police time.”’ 

Yet Kane was earlier reported to have had 
“severe burns to the head and arms”’ and to be 
“under sedation in intensive care.’’ Question: were 
his injuries as bad as claimed or was there some 
dishonest reporting of them? 

Indeed, both these stories stink. Cotter was also 


reported to have been badly hurt, having lost four 
pints of blood and being placed in intensive care; 
police stated he could have died. This is a very 
painful, not to say dangerous, way to pay for a 
mere ‘stunt’. Were Cotter and Kane hurt as 
claimed? Or were certain ‘inducements’ offered 
them by certain shadowy people to undergo a 
degree of suffering in a ‘good cause”? The latter 
suggestion may seem fantastic but no more so than 
the two incidents as reported. 

What these cases certainly do illustrate is the 
quite cynical way in which the anti-racist lobby is 
anxious to use every criminal incident where there 
is a racial factor to condemn ‘racists’ and ‘racism’ 
— quite regardless of the actual evidence. 


JEFFREY TURNER 


ASHIA HANSEN 
Cotter claimed he was attacked by ‘racists’ 
angered because he was her boyfriend. 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: Allow me to congratulate you on the 
launch of your website, which can only 
be of benefit in raising the profile of 
Spearhead worldwide. | have taken the 
trouble of drawing the site to the atten- 
tion of a number of friends in Canada and 
the USA and will continue to do so. 

As the site develops, | hope you carry a 
series of articles from your own pen 
which illustrate your powers of prophecy 
over the last 30 years on social and 
ethnic trends; these will certainly illustrate 
that you are a far more perceptive futurol- 
ogist than the controlled media pundits of 
multi-culturalism. 

| would also like to compliment you on 
your article ‘More about being British’ in 
last month’s issue. | am reminded of the 
late Revilo P. Oliver's definition of a true 
American: ‘‘l recognise anyone as an 
American who can assume on the balance 
of probabilities that his ancestors were at 
least nominal Christians in the year 
1500."" That could equally well apply to 
British people. 

JOHN ARMSTRONG 
Whitehaven, Cumbria 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: This and other mess- 
ages of praise for our website are much 
appreciated, but it should be pointed out 
that credit must go, not to this editor, but 
to the colleague, who wishes not to be 
named, who has set the site up and is 
responsible for its presentation). 


SIR: Britain is not in isolation when it 
comes to being swamped by aliens. Here 
is a translation of a report | found recently 
on a Spanish TV channel which | am able 
to get at home (I speak and read Spanish 
and have spent a lot of time in Spain):- 


“More than 800 immigrants arrived in 
the month of April on the coasts of the 
Canaries on board small boats, the 
majority from Nigeria, Ghana and Sierra 
Leone; and, for the first time, there has 
been detected the presence of Filipinos 
— the first Asiatics to arrive this way. 
“In the first two days of May there were 
68 more boat people arrested by the 
State Security Corps on the Canaries 
coast; among them were Moroccans and 
four Filipinos. 

“The Canaries provincial government 
has asked the central government in 
Madrid to take responsibility for the 
foreigners because the Canaries cannot 
accommodate them in its holding 
centres.”’ 


The novel Camp of the Saints is proving 
to be an uncannily accurate forecast! 

Clearly, if one European country 
stemmed this flood it would simply be 
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diverted to others. Here is where close 
European co-operation is called for. 
JOHN ROSS HENDERSON 

London S.E.26 


SIR: The Mirror newspaper recently 
printed a report which gave league tables 
for the football clubs according to the 
numbers of Asian season-ticket-holders 
they had. The club | support, Everton, 
came top (sorry, bottom!) — jointly with 
Blackburn Rovers — at O-O. 

My experience is that Everton also must 
have very few, if any, black season-ticket- 
holders. The photo with the Mirror report 
showed a section of the Everton crowd — 
a sea of white faces! 

At one time, Everton also were ait the 
top (or bottom) of another Mirror league, 
this time for having the only all-white 
team. The multi-racialists in the media did 
not like this. Not long afterwards, while 
going to Goodison Park | saw some 
stickers saying ‘‘Keep Everton white!’’ 

The week after, however, there was a 
crowd of the ‘Anti-Nazi League’ rabble 
handing out their literature of lies and 
hate. 

And to cop it all, not long after that 
Everton had their first black player. Media 
pressure? 

M. SHIEL 
Liverpool 


SIR: Isn’t it obvious that the Marxist 
leader of ‘Zimbabwe’, Robert Mugabe has 
begun to adopt Stalin’s policy: the 
liquidation of the kulaks (in this case the 
white farmers)? When Mugabe succeeds 
in clearing the Whites out of the country 
and Africans take over the land, the latter 
will send their wives out to work to grow 
just enough food for themselves and their 
families. This will create yet another 
African famine, while the Blacks who will 
have caused it will complain that it is all 
our fault for not sending them enough aid. 
In the end, Mugabe and his Marxist 
cohorts will take all the farming land into 
public ownership, as with Stalin’s coll- 
ectives. Then what little food surplus is 
produced will be exported to get the cash 
to pay for weapons to put down anyone 
who opp-oses their Government. That is, 
of course, after they have taken care to 
keep enough food for themselves! 
HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


SIR: | was appalled at the recent judge- 
ment against David Irving in London (see 
May Spearhead). 

This judgement is all the more 
disturbing as it clearly shows that there is 
no independent justice any more on your 
side of the Channel, as there used to be. 
Britain is now following the same dire 
path as the other European countries, 
with the possible exception of Denmark. 

There is another problem following that 
trial: how is Mr. Irving going to survive 
financially? | understand that the purpose 
of those involved in the trial was to wreck 
his reputation and ruin him financially 
(always the weapon of cowards). Is there 


Letters 


something being done (internationally) to 
keep him afloat? 

JEAN-LOUIS PESTEIL 
Thionville-Guentrange, France 


- SIR: Now that hysterical media coverage 


of the David Irving libel case has 
subsided, thoughtful people will probably 
share the following reflections: First, 
given Irving’s long and rueful experience 
of establish-ment censorship and hostility, 
one is bound to regard his libel action as 
reck-less and inexplicable folly. To be 
sure, it has given him a huge amount ot 
publicity, and undoubtedly that was part 
of his intention. But the general public has 
seen him denounced by the court judge as 
‘racist’, ‘anti-semitic’, ‘pro-nazi’, a 
‘holocaust-denier’ and — crucial to the 
libel verdict — a falsifier of history. 

All the judge in this case was required 
to do was decide whether or not a Jewish 
academic and her publishers had actually 
been libellous in describing Irving in the 
latter terms. Clearly, this was a burden 
which would have taxed a roomful of 
reputable modern historians for several 
months, with the likelihood of a very 
mixed verdict — instead of which we 
were asked to accept the conclusions of a 
single libel court judge on matters surely 
beyond his competence. This judge’s 
opinions on matters of law are entitled to 
due respect, but he abused his office by 
delivering his verdict in terms of character 
assassination and cavalier dismissal of 
Irving’s status as a researcher of the Third 
Reich. 

This was then gleefully seized upon by 
media hacks and holocaust-mongers as 
the final and definitive dismissal of all 
those who dare raise certain questions 
regarding some of the alleged German 
atrocities between 1933 and 1945. 

Meanwhile, the holocaust-asserters are 
in no way prepared to submit themselves 
and their allegations to any genuinely 
independent scrutiny. 

In the long run, Judge Gray will 
probably join former Judge (now Lord) 
Macpherson in the gallery of what 
Marxists call ‘useful idiots’. 

It is noteworthy that throughout all the 
media huffing and puffing over the trial 
no-one has seen fit to mention the actual 
evidence on which irving has based his 
books and lectures regarding the Third 
Reich. 

Meanwhile, if you hear anyone dis- 
missing Irving’s credentials as an his- 
torian, ask them to be specific as to 
particular parts of his written work and 
lectures; then observe the mumbled 
evasions and hasty departure. 

FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON 
Louth, Lincs. 


SIR: Can anyone explain to me why we 
are sending paratroops to save Blacks 
from Blacks in Sierra Leone but not a 
single British serviceman to save Whites 
from Blacks in former Rhodesia? 

M.F. INGRAMS 

Orpington, Kent 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 
287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN8 8ZU 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


For a Britain Strong and Free 
Attractive pamphlet in full colour prepared espec- 
ially to deal with enquiries from the 1999 Euro 


Election and now serving as the main intro- 
ductory publication for the BNP. £7.27 post-free. 


Britain Reborn 

British National Party Manifesto for the 1997 
General Election. In 64 large pages, it examines 
all the problems facing Britain today, and sets out 
the BNP policies which will meet the challenges 
ahead. £3.66 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 

The British National Party’s Manifesto for the 
1999 Euro Election. 24 pages long, it covers all 
the key areas in which EU membership is under- 
mining Britain’s traditional freedoms. £2. 16 post- 
free. 

No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case 
against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in 
collaboration with party headquarters. 60p post- 
free. 

The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of 
mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises the 
text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission. 44p post- 
free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £2.00 post-free. 
Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
Party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears — valuable for this 
alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


The Full Monty: Exposes Tony Blair’s unbel- 
ievable recommendation that skilled men thrown 
out of work by New Labour’s Tory globalist 
economic policies should retrain as strippers! 
Even more arrogant than Norman Tebbitt’s 
infamous ‘On your bike’ comment, this dis- 


gusting suggestion has given the BNP a leaflet 
which can be used to devastating effect in 
Labour’s old industrial heartlands. 

Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet dealing with 
the flood of bogus refugees and Kosovar Muslim 
asylum-seekers now bringing social services in 
many parts of the country to the point of 
collapse. 

Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and partic- 
ularly useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs 
who attack the BNP. Exposes the liberalism and 
perversion which riddles the Conservatives. 
Stop the building! Calls for a halt to the planned 
destruction of the green belt by up to five million 
new houses. Exposes immigration as the main 
motor of the threat to our countryside. 

The leaflets above are all two-coloured, 
double-sided and cost £8 per 1,000, with 
postage charges of £5.95 for 1,000 and £6.45 
for 2,000. 

Other publicity items in stock are the 
headline-grabbing A4 anti-paedophile leaflet Stop 
Labour’s attack on the welfare state, Defend 
British Fishermen, and British Countrymen, the 
BNP newsletter produced especially for country 
people. Call 07774 454893 for details. 
Regular leafleting is the key to increased recruit- 
ment. These are first class propaganda weapons. 
Use them to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November ’97: Video of the second BNP 
rally of the year. Excellent regional reports, plus 
Stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 
Griffin and John Tyndall. 


Rally January ‘97: Video of the postponed 1996 
BNP Annual Rally, held in London on January 
25th 1997. Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, 
Nick Griffin, Richard Edmonds, John Tyndall and 
overseas guest José Ramos. 

Rally “95: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
in London on November 11th 1995. Hear and 
see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rallies ‘95-'97 cost £15.87 each post- 
free. 


Rally “94: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
near London on November 5th 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. £72.87 post-free. 


Build the BNP — read and sell 


The Voice of Freedom 


The monthly newspaper of the British 
National Party is packed with news and facts 
the controlled media don’t want you to know 
about. Its subjects range from anti-white 
racism to the destruction of Britain’s econ- 
omic and political independence. Every 
issue brings you shocking reports of events 
hushed up by the mainstream news media. 

But it’s not just a matter of knocking the 
other parties. TVOF also sets out in plain, 
simple language how the BNP would deal 
with the problems facing Britain. 

The Voice of Freedom is tabloid-size and 
has 12 pages, with plenty of illustrations. 

Don’t miss a single issue. Order now! 


Send three first-class stamps for 
sample copy and subscription details 
and write to: PO Box 1032, Ilford, 
Essex IG1 1DY. 


THE KEY TO GROWTH 


While it is personal contact which makes 
most enquirers commit themselves to the 
BNP, the best way to find those enquirers in 
the first place, and to generate local press 
interest, is through regular leafleting. All BNP 
units, and even isolated members, should aim 
for a leaflet drop at least once a week. 


For the first time, the British National Party is taking 
advantage of the video revolution to bring its message into your 
drawing room! 

This short film has been made in support of BNP candidates in 
the coming local government elections in East London. Some 
candidates and one ordinary voter are featured in the film talking 
about the important local issues on which the BNP will be 
fighting — issues which the Labour, Tory and LibDem parties 
prefer to ignore. Also included in the film is the party election 
broadcast made by BNP leader John Tyndall, which was shown 
to the whole nation just before the general election of 1997. If 
you missed this, now’s your chance to see it! 


Because some householders in your ward will not have a 
video player, we are not putting a copy of this video into every 
home. If you don’t have a player, please pass the video on to a 
neigh- bour you know who has. If you do have one, please still 
pass the video on after you have played it to your family. We 
want the very maximum number of people to get this very 
important message! 


East London council elections ‘Vote BNP’ video. 
Includes the uncut General Election broadcast. 17 
minutes of ground-breaking publicity material. 
£6.50 incl. p&p. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new 
century. An exposition of the main BNP policies; 
Time for action! A summons to the lazy and the 
apathetic to stir themselves and get involved! 
£6.00 plus 41p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White 
Race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 6-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FREE SPEECH 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broadcats 
made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the American 
National Alliance. Of interest to white people all 
over the world. Appears monthly. Send US$5.00 
for sample copy. Subscription rates to the UK 
supplied on request. Please send US currency 
only. Write to PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 


British National Party lapel badges: These are 
temporarily out of stock. The party is re-ordering, 
pand they should be available very soon. Watch 
this page for further information. 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (PHONE 0700 900 2665) 


P.O. BOX 59, MOLD, FLINTS. CH7 5ZA 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and rviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 


. AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £13.50. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/te. 1995, 474pp. 


ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its people 
from the 4th to 11th centuries. With leftist 
teachers and curriculum advisers doing all they 
can to undermine knowledge of, and pride in, our 
ancestors among the younger generation, it is 
important that nationalists get books like this into 
the hands of their growing children. 1982 (rep. 
1991), 272pp. 


APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. An updated 
version of the 1963 account of this real ‘war 
crime’ — the allied terror bombing of an 
undefended city, packed with refugees fleeing 
from rape and murder at the hands of the brutal 
Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 


ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convincing picture of life between the 4th and 
7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was abandoned 
by the Roman Legions to the Picts, Scots and 
Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 


BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts bétween the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE, THE (Richard J. Herrnstein & 
Charles Murray) £25.00. This important book, 
which has aroused enormous controversy in the 
USA, deals with differences in_ intellectual 
Capacity among people and groups. The ways in 
which these could be accounted for by environ- 
mental influences are examined, and accorded 
the remarkably small amount of weight they 
deserve. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN (Hal Colebatch) £7.95. The 
threat posed by the present cultural establish- 
ment, supported by the Labour Government, to 
our national identity. Highly recommended. 
1999, 158pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 
24pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic _ historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 


CALL IT CONSIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the 
wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous consequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£5.00. A welcome reissue of this sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white race by 
Asian immigrant invasion. Once on sale in 
ordinary bookshops, but now only available from 
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The prices given in this list do not include 
postal charges, which should be estimated 
by calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to send for books should first 
enquire. The minimum postage for UK orders is 
SOp. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to ‘Freedom 
Books’ only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly is ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 59 
Mold 
Flints. CH7 5ZA 


New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great impor- 
tance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a 
number of different political viewpoints, very few 
of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent, the British National 
Party. The party’s mail order book service 
distributes these books because it is felt that they 
fill important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and international 
issues. This does not mean that all the content of 
the books should be taken as representative of the 
policies of the party. The party reserves the right 
to differ with some of the authors over some 
parts of their writings. 


the nationalist ‘underground’. One of the great 
works of fiction of the second half of the 20th 
century. 1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian 
David Irving’s freedom to travel and commun- 
icate and of the smear campaign against him. 
The book relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts 
to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths and founders of Britain. First 
published early this century, rep. 1994, 457pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent 
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history that have not found their way into text- 
books or newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £20.00. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
conequences of Churchill’s faith in US friend- 
ship. 1995, xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
Il leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL, THE END OF GLORY ((John Charm- 
ley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in its raising of 
awkward questions concerning Churchill as a 
national leader, though the author is more 
moderate in his treatment of his subject than is 
Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COME CLEAN, MR. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the story of the Stephen 
Lawrence murder but has used exactly the same 
sort of violent hoodlums as those who committed 
it. 1998, seven pp (A4). 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £8.99. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under 
the allied occupation, 1945-50. The hidden story 
of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ in European 
history. 288pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the _ international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with 
racial problems in America (and not just simply 
between Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive 
introduction to the subject very relevant to 
Britain. 1981, 613pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£25.00; paperback £17.50. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British 
Nationalism. A partly autobiographical account of 
the author’s origins, first political stirrings and 
subsequent work in building up the British 
National Party. A ‘must’ for all BNP supporters. 
First published in 1986, this is an updated edition 
published in 1998, 537pp. 


EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. The book argues that the European Union 
is fascist and corporatist ininspiration. Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA and _internat- 
ionalists like Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reit- 
linger. 1996, 149pp. 


work on the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Union. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 

GREAT BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick Buchanan) 
£15.00. How American sovereignty and social 
justice are being sacrificed to the gods of the 
global economy. A powerful plea for national 
freedom and social justice with great relevance to 
the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HATE COMES TO TOWN«x (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. The lies and poison of the Searchlight 
‘Educational’ Trust, documented, exposed and 
deconstructed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£9.65. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) 
£16.99. The story of the attempted communist 
takeover of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The truth about the ‘blacklist’ and the HUAC 
hearings. A ‘must’ for students of media lies. 
1998, 365pp. 


IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) 
£35.00. Study of the life and thought of A.K. 
Chesterton, one of the major figures in British 
Nationalism from the 1930s to the 1970s. 
Though not supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 
250pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulick Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author (real name 
Francis Parker Yockey) rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture-distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole liberal world outlook. Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. Paperback. 
KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £7.99. A former farming: journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking 
number of independent farmers. A truly shocking 
and important book. Paperback. 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the 
western allies for slaughter by the Soviets 
between 1944 and 1947. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of 
current attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


MARCO POLO REPORT (institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magazine to close down after it had 
published a revisionist article. 1995, 30pp (A4). 


MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £3.95. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of 
Life’, this book argues that the world is governed 
by natural forces in man and nature, rather than 
by genteel political and religious creeds. c. 1930, 
rep. 1992. 73pp: 


MANY SHADES OF BLACK *& (John Bean) £8.00. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
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assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £8.00. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First 
published 1952. 128pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial 
tensions in a number of areas, showing that they 
are based not on hate or bigotry but on natural 
universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £10.00. Eminent scholar argues that civil- 
isation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which have 
wielded it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), 
Vie 27 opp. 


RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 
(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egal- 
itarian dogma is flawed, despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 


REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £6.50. Series of incisive essays arguing 
that white patriots should adopt insurgent, rather 
than conservative, strategies to defend their 
culture and values. Although written for 


Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons, for British nationalists too. +1997, 
250pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE (Bernard Connolly) 
£17.50. A former official of the European Comm- 
ission exposes the lies and deceit involved in the 
establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and 
European federalism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War Il by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy, showing how 
Stalin incited the war hoping to seize Western 
Europe in the ensuing chaos. 1987, 152pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS. £6.00. Subtitled British 
Roots of the New Right. a collection of essays on 
20 political and cultural heroes for British nation- 
alists. 1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian N. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Soc/a/ 
Creditor dealing with political and economic 
threats to Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THE GRIP OF DEATH (Michael Rowbottom) 
£15.00. Fine study of modern money, debt slav- 
ery and destructive economics. 1998, 337pp. 


THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THEY WERE WHITE AND THEY WERE SLAVES 
(Michael A. Hoffman Il) £8.50. Shows the true 
history of slavery, which demonstrates — con- 
trary to current propaganda — that not only 
Blacks were the victims of the trade. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind the 
scenes’ of international politics. 1987, 61pp. 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origins of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
and Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£4.40. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. 3rd ed. 
1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry. points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 
320pp. 


WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book, 
first published in 1915, which argued that the 
war then raging would do incalculable damage to 
the genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. 
Disturbing but fascinating. Hardback, 1981, 
127pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 904pp. 
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colour cover and on some inside pages as well, plus 
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showcase for modern nationalism and a ‘must’ for 
dedicated activists and curious sympathisers alike. 
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Issue number two includes: BNP news, Party Chairman Nick Griffin on the dangers of English 
nationalism, website reviews, Michael Newland on the history of free-speech, economics, 
history, bookreviews, and a feature on the BNP’s new leadership team, and much, much more. 


The cover price of Identity is £1.95, but all readers of Spearhead can obtain their sample 
copies for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just £2.00. Please make cheques or 
Postal Orders payable to ‘Identity’, and send to PO Box 44, Bexleyheath, Kent, DA7 6ZS. 


BNP news reports 


This is a message of thanks to those BNP units that have recently sent us reports of 
their local activities. Unfortunately, due entirely to the fault of the editor, there were 
some planning errors in the production of this issue as a result of which, when we came 
to those sections occupied by BNP news, we found ourselves short of space. Obviously, 
reporting of the results of May’s local government elections had to take priority, so that 
this had first call on the space available. As a result, some other items of news which 
we would have liked to put in have had to be excluded. We apologise to those who 
were good enough to send them in. 

This issue was prepared in a bit of a rush as we found ourselves a few days behind 
schedule due to the time occupied in learning how to use a range of new computer 
software that we have recently acquired. In the end, we have produced the issue using a 
combination of the new and the old software. Eventually, issues will be produced using 
only the new software. 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in l 

the form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also 

the rates for bulk-buyers. | 
| 
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The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


| 
| 
| 
British Isles £24.000; Overseas surface mail £26.000; Air mail Europe £28.000; Airmail | 
elsewhere £34.000. l 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 
| case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 
| for banker’s commission and charges. 

| 

| 

| 

| 
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Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 


10-19 copies £1.10 each; 20-49 copies £1.00 each; 50-99 copies 83p each; 100-199 | 
copies 69p each; 200-499 copies 60p each; 500 copies 55p each. For advice on postal 
rates for these quantities please contact our office. | 
All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to | 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW, Please do not include payment for Spearhead l 
in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 


Some nationalists commit the error of 
assuming that because the news media are 
under the control of ‘the enemy’ we can 
never expect fair journalism. This is 
sometimes proved to be untrue. 

Mid-Staffordshire BNP organiser Neil 
Phillips wrote a letter to his local news- 
paper the Rugeley Post, in which he re- 
produced the pensioners theme that app- 
eared on the back page of our April issue, 
deprecating the recent miserly increase of 
75p a week and comparing it with the 
‘perks’ that the politicians regularly bestow 
upon themselves. To his great surprise and 
satisfaction, the letter was printed the 
following week. Neil has told us that the 
Post has a circulation of over 60,000. For 
the price of a stam, he says, we have ach- 
ieved the equivalent of the distribution of 
60,000 leaflets on a worthy issue. Other 
people in the BNP should follow Neil’s 
example. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the Brtitish National Party John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 

Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.15 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 
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The book you ~ 
must read if 
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stand for 


Best election results for years 


BNP polls well across London and gets some spectacular votes elsewhere 


There can only be one verdict on British 
National Party results in last month’s local 
government elections: excellent! Hard work 
by activists in London and around the 
regions of England (there were no elections 
in Scotland, Wales or Ulster) and a definite 


MICHAEL 
NEWLAND 

Won nearly 80,000 
votes in London 
mayoral contest, 

- scored just under 2 
per cent of the poll 
and easily beat 
UKIP candidate 


BNP combined to produce the best votes for 
a good number of years. The only com- 


parable results were in East London in May 
1994 in very different kinds of elections. 
Though the votes were higher in the wards 
then fought, they were concentrated in a 
considerably smaller total area. In the May 
2000 elections the party had to campaign 
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over the whole of London, thus needing to 
spread its resources much more. And in 
East London it had to fight over a huge 
constituency, known as City & East, which 
included many areas not part of its trad- 
itional East End stronghold. Here it still 
managed to obtain 6.6 per cent of the vote 
in the party list elections to the new Greater 
London Authority. Over the whole of 
London the party won 2.73 per cent of the 
party list GLA vote, thus saving its deposit. 

In the mayoral election, BNP candidate 
Michael Newland won 78,906 first and 
second preference votes — only slightly 
fewer than those of the Green candidate, 
who received incomparably greater media 
publicity. In both the mayoral and GLA 
elections, the BNP soundly thrashed the 
United Kingdom Independence Party 
(UKIP) — thus reversing the verdict of last 
year’s Euro elections. 


THE RESULTS 


LONDON MAYORAL ELECTION: 
Michael Newland obtained 33,569 first 
preference votes (1.9 per cent) and 
45,337 second preference votes. 
GREATER LONDON AUTHORITY (Party 
list elections) Candidates: Dave Hill, 
Peter Hart, Ken Francis, Michael David- 
son, Paul Ferguson and Frank Walsh. 
47,670 votes (2.73 per cent). 


REST OF COUNTRY 

John Cope in Cheshunt Central (Brox- 
bourne, Herts.) 7 per cent; Ray Johns 
in Cheshunt North (Broxbourne) 8.6 per 
cent; Jeff Astbury in Kings Norton (Bir- 
mingham) 4.6 per cent; Steve Edwards 
in Tipton Green (Sandwell) 23.6 per 
cent; Simon Darby in Castle & Priory 
(Dudley) 16 per cent; Neil Phillips in 
Western Springs (Cannock) 7 per cent; 
Steve Batkin in Fenton Green (Stoke- 
on-Trent) 9.3 per cent; Simon Bennett 
in Fulledge (Burnley) 21.5 per cent; 
John Kenyon in Gawthorpe (Burnley) 
5.1 per cent; Christian Jackson in 
Todmorden (Calderdale) 4 per cent; 
William Lockett in Hollinwood (Oldham) 
9.7 per cent; Mark Dodd in Morley 
South (Leeds) 3.8 per cent; Joe Dobbie 
in Thorney Close (Sunderland) 7.8 per 
cent; David Guynan in Hendon (Sunder- 
land) 3.3 per cent. 


GREAT GRASS 
ROOTS SUPPORT 
The encouraging results could not 
have been achieved without ded- 
ication and sacrifice from the 
BNP’s ordinary local members in 
the wards. This is Miss Enid 
Pomfret of Burnley (84) who 
donated £100 out of her savings 
to help the local campaign. Enid 
is seen here holding up an outsize | 
facsimile of her cheque. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, clo PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case 
an SAE would be much appreciated. Thanks. 


. 


BEST VOTE OF ALL 

Steve Edwards (above) scored 23.6 per 

cent of the poll in the Tipton Green ward 
of Sandwell, West Midlands. 


Elsewhere, the outstanding results were 
in Tipton Green (Sandwell), where Steve 
Edwards won 23.6 per cent of the vote; 
Fulledge (Burnley), where Simon Bennett 
scored an amazing 21 per cent; and in 
Castle & Priory (Dudley), where Simon 
Darby polled 16 per cent. There were other 
most impressive results, while the lowest 
one, in Hendon (Sunderland) at 3.3 per 
cent, was by no means bad. 
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This is the Rover 75. It is one of the very best cars in the world, and it was made in Britain by 
British motor engineers. Ken Gibson, motoring correspondent of The Sun, recently gave his 
verdict on this superb product. ‘‘Having just spent a week with the Classic model,’’ he said, *’ | 
can tell you it is a car that deserves to succeed.”’ 

There’s just one problem. People simply aren’t buying the Rover 75. As a result, says Mr. 
Gibson, it is the most expensive — and unjust- failure ever in the motor industry. 

While the Rover 75 was being developed, its makers were owned by BMW of Germany. Talk 
has it in the motor trade that BMW didn’t seriously try to promote the car because they were 
afraid of the competition it might give their own 3 Series model. By this time they were planning 
to sell Rover anyway. 

The ‘75 is said to suffer the problem of all cars currently exported from Britain — the high 
value of the pound. But the biggest barrier to the sales that this car deserves is the fact that 
British motorists aren't buying it! 

German motorists buy mainly German cars, French motorists French cars, Japanese 
motorists Japanese cars. That is why these countries still have strong motor industries, mostly 
owned by their own capital. The British motor industry is failing because British motorists do not 
buy British. Likewise with so many other industries. 

The remedy is nationalism — the support by consumers and government of national industries. 
In other words, a buy-British policy. This is what the British National Party favours. In fact it is 
the only way to save our economy and restore full employment. 


For more information on the 
British National Party, write 
and send 50p to.- 


The Secretary 
PO Box 287 
Waltham Cross 
Herts. EN8 8ZU 


Tel. 07774 454893 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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